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This  initial  report  required  by  the  Maryland 
Educational  Accountability  Act  provides  descriptive  information  to 
p'ublic  officials  and  the  general  public  about  Maryland  public 
schools-.  In  the  Report,  the  reader  will  find  information  about:  the 
nature  of  the  educational  accountability  effort  thus  far;  the 
objectives  of  the  Maryland  State  Department  of  Education;  the 
instructional  goals  and  objectives  in  reading,  writing,  and 
mathematics  that  have  been  agreed  upon  at  the  State  level;  the  goals 
and  objectives  in  the  same  areas  established  for  each  school  system; 
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increase  through  the  grades.  (Author) 


-4:  s|e  3|e  #  #  4e  ♦  ♦  *  ♦  ♦  s|t  s|e  s|e  s|e  s|e  s|e  s|e  s|e  :^  s|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  a|e  ^ 

*  Documents  acquired  by  ERIC  include  many  informal  unpublished  * 

*  materials  not  available  from  other  sources.  ERIC  makes  every  effort  * 

*  to  obtain  the  best  copy  available.  Nevertheless,  items  of  marginal  * 

*  reproducibility  are' often  enc^ountered  and  this  affects  th^  quality  '•j 

*  of  the  microfiche  and  hardcopy-,  reproductions  ERIC  makes  available  * 
via  the  ERIC  Document  Reproduction  Service  (EDRS)  .  EDRS  is  not  ^ 

*  responsible  for  the  quality  of  the  original  document.  Reproductions  * 

*  supplied  by  EDBS  are  the  best  that  can  be  made  from  the  original.  * 


o 
o 


Maryland 
Accountability 
Program 
Report 


CO 


S    OIPAHTVFNTOF  HEALTH 
(         f  A  T  ION  1         I  FARE 
NATiONAl.  INSTITUTE  OF 
F  OUC  A  T  ION 

V  f  S  '      >  <  M  F  f  S      -  »  ►  « 

f  *  .-.  '  '  .-i  u  F  '  F  .  f  [  >  »  w  f  )V 
f       ,    ^,      w      u   . ..       /  ft  ♦    f  ,  »s(  ■  ,       '  ,  »sj 

•  N  '         I     .    F  A  ' 't*  '  )  P  N  ■  ',N', 

'     :        S     '    S  F      {    ...'.  P       <  F  PL*  F 


T  F 


ERIC 


School  Vfear  1973  1974 


Maryland  Accountability  Program  Report 
School  Year    1973  -  1974 


Maryland  State  Department  of  Education 


January  1, 1975 


Prepared  with  the  assistance  of  Westat  Research,  Incorporated 


n 


ERIC 


MARYLAND  STATE  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Members  of  the  Board  Year  term  ends 

Jerome  Framptom,  Jr,  Federalsburg  1978 

President 


Richard  Schifter  Bethesda 
Vice  President 


1979 


William  M.  Goldsborough  Oakland^  1979 

Lawrence  Miller  Baltimore  1977 

Mrs-  Roger  W.  Moyer  Annapolis  I977 


Mrs.  William  F.  Robie  La  Plata 


1975 


William /G.  Sykes  Baltimore  1976 

SECRETARY-TREASURER  OF  THE  BOARD  "  ' 

AND  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  SCHOOLS 

James  A.  Sensenbaugh 

DEPUTY  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  SCHOOLS  // 
Quentin  L.  Ear  hart  .     •  • 

MARYLAND  STATE  DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION  -  ' 
ACCOUNTABILITY  REPORT   PRODUCTION  TEAM  _  / 

William  H.  Clark,  Jr.,   Data  Processing  Manager 

Henry  L.  Collomb,  Sy^ems  Analyst  ^ 
Gus  A.  Crenson,   Supei^intendent '  s  Assistant  for  Public  Affairs 
R.   Christine  Hogan,  Assistant  Director  for  Statistical  Services 
Stephen  P.  Holowenjiak,   Specialist  in  Accountability 
Marinus  A.  Kip,  Coordinator,  Vocational  Education  Research 

Coordinating  Unit 
Andrew  P.  Kochis,  Specialist  in  Evaluation 
Kwi-Yoon  Lee,   Consultant  in  Evaluation 

Francis  X.  Mclntyre,  Assistant  State  Superintendent  for  Special 
Education 

Richard  K.  McKay,  Assistant  State  Superintendent  in  Research, 

Evaluation,   and  Information  Systems 
M.  Adele  Mitzel,  Consiiltant  in  Measurement  and  Evaluation  ^ 
George  P.  Poff,  Jr.,   Sbecialist  in  Accountability 
Mohaimnad  A.  A.   Shami,   Consultant  in  Research  . 

WESTAT  RESEARCH,   INC.    -f  ACCOUNTABILITY  REPORT  PRODUCTION  TEAM 

Thomas  W.  McKenna,  Vic^  President 
Carl  Feigenbaum,  Project  Manager 
Arthur  Kirsch,  Consultant 


ERIC 


ii 


STATJE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  ACCOUNTABILITY 


Mrs.  Judith  Anderson  * 
'  Floating  Faculty 
Prince  George's  County 

Senator  Clarenpe  W.  Blount 
Maryland  State  Senate 

Dr.  Frederick  J.   Brown,  Jr. 

Associate  State  Superintendent 
of  Schools 

Miss  Mary  M.  Carroll 

Eastport  Elementary  School 
Anne  Arundel  County 

Mrs.   Barbara  Collins 
Acting  Principal 
Academy  School , 
Dorches'ter  County 

Mr.   Robert  L.  Conway 
"Principal,  Appeal  Elementary 
School,  Calvert  County 

Mr.   B.  N.  Deaton 

Western  Electric  Company 

Dr.   Benjamin  Ebersole 
Director,  Department  of 
Curriculum  and 
Instructional  Services 
.  .    Baltirftore  County 

"Mrs.   Julius  Hoke 

'  League  of  Women  Voters  - 

Dr.   Richard  L.  Holler 

Superintendent  of  Schools 
^   Kent  County 

Delegate  Wallace  E.  Hutton 
Maryland  House  of  Delegates 

Mrs .   Betty  Lee 

Montpelier  Elementary  School 
Prince  George's  County 

Dr.    James  McP  art  land 

Assistant  Director,  Center 
for^t±ie  Social  Organization 
of  Schools,  The  Johns  Hopkins 
^  University 

Dr.   Francis  X.  MClntyre 

State  Coordinator  for  Account- 
ability and  Executive  Secretary 
to  the  Advisory  -Committee 

.  5 


Mr.  Karl  Manwiller 

Director  of  Pupil  Services 
Frederick  County 

Mrs.  Lillian  Martin 

Wilde. Lake  Senior  High  School 
Howard  County 

Delegate  Lucille  Maurer 

Marylajid  House  of  Delegates 

Dr.  Donald  Miedema 

Deputy  Superintendent  of  Schools 
Montgomery  County 

Senator  Mary  L.  Nock 
Maryland  State  Senate 

Mr.  Joshua  Raf ner 
President  1973 
Maryland  Association  of 
Student  Councils 

Mr.  Ken  Reed 

Maryland  Junior  Chamber 
of  Commerce 

Mr.  A.   A.  Roberty 

Superintendent  of  Schools 
Harford  County 

Dr.  E.  Robert  Stephens 
Director ,  Department  of 
Administration ,  Supervision 
and  Curriculum 
University  of  Maryland 

Mrs .  Grace  Sturdevant 
Secretary^ 

Maryland  Congress  of  Parents 
and  Teachers 

Mr.  Pete  V.  Treibl'ey 

Coordinator  of  Inter-Group 
Activity,  Department  of 
Human  Relations, 
Montgomery  County 

Mr.  Charles  Wheatley 

Maryland  State  Teachers 
Association 

Mrs.  Beverly  Zimmerman  (Chainnan) 
Vice  President  ^ 
Anne  Arundel  County  Board  of 
Education  ^ 


LOCAL  COORDINATORS  FOR  ACCOUNTABILITY 


Dr.   Lewis  Alsobrook 

Officer  for  Program  Planning- 
ctnd  Evaluation 
Anne  Arundel  County 

Mr.  George  Barrick 

Assistant  Superintendent 
Cecil  County 

Dr.   Edward  Berkowitz 
*    Assistant  Superintendent 
Carroll  County 

Mr.  George  F.  Carrington 
Director  of  Instruction 
Somerset  County 

Dr.   John  L.  Crew 

Deputy  Superintendent 
Center  for  Planning, 
Research  and  Evaljaation 
Baltimore  City 

Mr.   Robert  J.  Eckert 

Director  of  Instructional 

Services 

Kent  County 

Mr.  Theodore  Foote 

Assistant  Superintendent 
Allegany  County 

Mr.   Harold  A.  Fulton 

Assistant  Superintendent 
in  Instruction 
Wicomico  County 

Dr.  George  Gabriel 

Director  of  Educational 
Research 

Baltimore  County  * 

Mr.  Alden  Halsey 

Assistant  Superintendent  for 
Instruction  ^ 
Harford  County 

Mr.   Donald  Hastings 

Assistant  Superintendent 
in  Instruction 
Worcester  County 

Mr.  Arthur  R.  Higginbottom 
Assistant  Superintendent 
for  Instruction 

Talbot  County  (; 


Dr.  Mary  R.  Hovet 

Assistant  Superintendent  in 
Curriculum  and  Instruction 
Howard  County 

Mr.  Charles  F.  Hurley 

Director  of  Educational  Programs 
Dorchester  Coxinty 

Mr.  Brian  Klein 

Director  of  Evaluation  cind 
Research  ^ 
Charles  CoUnty^  ' 

Mr .   James  McCleaf 

Supervisor/ of  Guidance 
St.  Mary's  County 

Dr*.   James  D.  Morgan 

Director  of  Pupil  and  Program 

Appraisal 

Montgomery  County 

Mrs.  Ruth  Raid.  ^ 
Supervisor  of  Instruction 
Calvert  County 

Dr.  Victor  Rice  '  " 

•Supervisor  of  Testing  and."  ' 
Research 

Prince  George's  County 

Mr.  Albert  Ringer 

Director  of  Instruction  and 
.  Curriculum 

Garrett  County 

Dr.  Craig  K.  Scott 

Supervisor  of  Testing  and 

Evaluation 

Frederick  County 

Mr.   Paul  R.  Simmers 

Director  vof  Curriculum  and 

Instruction 

Queen  *Anne's  County 

Mr.   Alva  Temple 

Director  of  'Instruction 
Washington  County 

Mr.  Fred  G.  Usilton 
Assistant  Superintendent 
Caroline  County 


iv 


January  l,al975  ^ 
To.  the  Governor  and  General  Assembly:  <- 

This  first  report,   respectfully  submitted  in  compliance 
with  Maryland's  landmark  Educational  Accountability  Act,  provides 
more  information  than  has  ever  been  g-enerally  known  before  about 
the  public  educational  enterprise  in  our  State. 

An  accountability  report  should  provide  information 
which  will  pex-mit  far-reaching  policy  decisions  to  be  made  about 
the.  allocation  and  application  of  resources — staff,  equipment, 
materials  and  facilities.     Thi^  first  report,  however,  provides 
iaformation  which  can  be  used  only  for  the  most  superficial  short 
term  decisions  for  educational  program  adjustment,  pending  the  ^ 
production  of  assessment  results  more  directly  tied  to  Maryland  s 
goals  and  objectives  in  education  and  of  the  results  of  evaluative 
studies  into  the  processes  or  operations  of  our  educational  pro 
.grams  at  all  levels.     Readers  should  exercise  appropri,ate  caution 
in  forming  judgments  about  the  public  schools  of  the  State ' based 
solely,  upon  the  descriptive  data  in  this  report. 

Although  disclosure  of  information  about  the  public 
'schools  is  an  important  element  in  an  accountability  program, 
there  are  other  purposes  to  b'e  served  related  to  the  quality  of 
educational  programs.     Over  time,  data  such  as  those  in  this  report 
will  indicate  that  some  schools  are  experiencing  success  with 
certain  of  their  programs,  and  that  others  are  having  difficulty. 
Detailed  examination  of  the  educational  process  in  such  schools 
should  yield  information  of  great  usefulness  to  schools  serving 
similar  groups  of  students  and  offering  similar  educational 
progrcims. 

It  should  be  understood  that  the  Maryland  Accountability 
Program  Report  is  a  report  submitted  by  the  State  Superintendent 
of  Schools  as  the  law  provides  and  may  contain  views  not  entirely 
shared  by  all  members  of  State  and  local  advisory  groups  and 
educators  at  all  levels.     Helpful  suggestions  to  strengthen  the 
accbuntability  program  and  subsequent  reports  from  citizens  and 
their  electees  representatives  will  be  much  appreciated. 

We  thank. our  advisors,   consultants,  and  State  and  local 
educator  participants  for  the  many  hours  of  thoughtful  effort 
contributed  to  the  Accountability  Program. 

» 

Sincerely  yours , 


JAMES  A-  SENSENBAUGH 
<;>^'  '  '        .  State  Superintendent  of  Schools 
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REPORT  SUMMARY 


1. 


Introduction 


This  initial  report  required  by  the  Maryland  Educational 
Accountability  Act  provides  descriptive  information  to  public 
officials  and  the  general  public  about  Maryland  public  -schools. 
In  the  Report,  the  reader  will  find  information  about: 


the  nature  of  the  educational  accountability 
effort  thus  far; 

the  objectives  of  the. Maryland  State  Department 
of  education:        "  * 

the  instructional  goals  and  objectives  in  reading, 
writing,   and  jnathematics  that  have  been  agr^d 
*upon  at  the  State  level; 

the""  goals  and  objectives  in  the  same  areas 
established  for  each  school  system; 
demographic  data  for  the  State,   local  school 
systems,   and  schools; 

assessment  data  on  ability  and  achievement 
summarized  at  the  State  and  school  system  levels; 
and 

assessment  data  on  ability  and  achievement  for 
each  MarylancJ  public  school  with  grades  3,  5, 
7 ,   and  9 .  .  ' 


Descriptive  information  is  j\4st  that.     It  describes 
characteristics  of  the  phenomena  under  consideration.     It  does 
not  establish  causal . relationships  among  the  variables . being- 
considered.     Because  the  general  reader  is  inclined  to  assume 
that  such  relationships  exist  among  variables  upon  which  descrip- 
tive" information  is  reported,  it  is  important  to  point  out  that 
such  assumptions  are  not  warranted.     Judgments  about  the  descrip- 
tive information  provided  here  should  be  made  with  full  under- 
standing of  the  limitations  of  the  information  that  presently 
can  be  provided.  -  •  •    '  ' 
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It  should  also  be  fully  undei/stoo<l^fehat  educaJ:ion  is-  a 
shared  responsibility.     Parents  and  menWfs^  of  t^jie  various  com- 
iminities  in  the  State,-  including  public  officiaii,  have  an  enor- 
mous opportunity  for  influence  and  impact  upon  S^hp  work  of  the 
schools.     Sdcial  processes,  -including  learni^ig,   cannot  be  con- 
ducted solely  by  th|  schools  without  the. active  support  of  the  * 
home  and  the  larger  society. 

■  ■     ■         •  'l 

In  general.   State  and  local  educators  and,  their  advliso 
have  attempted  to  determine  State  and  local  goals  of  instruction 
in  some  of  the  basic  skills  areas.     Undoubtedly,  refinement -and- 
restatement  of  these  goals  will  be  made  following  experience  in  " 
using  them.     Individual  schools  in  each  school  system  are  at 
work  on  school-level  goals  and  objectives  <»compatible  with/the  • 
State  and  local  school  system  goals  and  objectives,   a,n£^  these 
school  level  aims  will  be  available  for  review  in  tKe  coming 
year.     The  relationship  between,  educational  goals  alid  objectives 
established,  in  Maryland  and  the  assessment  of  current  status  is 
by  no  means  ideal.     The  achievement  test  results  cannot  be  said 
to  reflect  precisely  the  status  of  Maryland  schools  with  regard 
to  the  agreed-upon  goals.     The "  assessment  b'atteries  used,  the 
Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills   (ITBS),   address  the  present  qoals  " 
rather  obliquely  at  best.      (See  p.   1-17  for  discussion  of  limi- 
tation's.)    Hopefully,   as  the  Accountability  Prograip  continues', 
resources  will  be  made  available  to  acquire  or  dei;elop  assess- 
ment ^instruments  which  will  directly  provide  data  on  the  status 
of  Maryland  schools  in  relation  to  Established  goals  in  readi^ig, 
writing,   and  mathematics. 

In  tTie  meantime,   the  ITBS  results  provide  information 
about  how  Maryland  schools  perform  in  certain  areas  which  ITBS 
measures.     ;rhe  itbS  questions  are  based  on  the  subject  matter 
content  of  current   (1970)   textbooks  and  courses  of  study,  and. 
the  judgment  of  subject  matter  specialists  across  the  country. 
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The  .questions  are  not  based  on  the  specific  textbooks,  courses 
of-  study,  or  particular  instryctional ^ objectives  of  individual 
Maryland  schools  or  teachers.     The  skills  and  knowledges 
measured' by  a  nationally,  standardized  test,  such  aS  ITBS,  generally 
reflect  the  skirls  and  knowledges  that  are  involved  in  the 
instructional  objectives  ot  the  average  gr^ade  in  the  nation  foE 
which  the  test  was  developed.  '    .  / 

'   ^  V  For  accovfntxihility  purposes,  therefor^  the  ITBS;, 

results  provide  i-^rtited  information.     The  reasons  for  using  ^ 

these  tests  are  discussed  later  in  this  Report.     Generally,  the 

reasons  are  theses  * 

7  .  -       .  . 

•  .     The  "tests  are  highly  regarded  amoYig  similar  tests 

by  test  reviewers  because  of  the  cape  taken  in 
their  development.  . 

'       •  Most  of  Maryland's  school  systems  wer^  already 

using  ITBS. 

#  Public  disclosure  of  such  test  results  as  a  step 
toward  program  improvement  is  a  significant 
element  of  accountability. 

It  Should  be  clearly  Understood^ by  all  readers  that  a 
very  small  sample  of  skills  (those  covered  by  *ITBS)  has  loeen 
assessed  and  reported  on  for  the  purposes  of  accdiintabilitjj. 
Statewi<ie  assessment  has  not  been  undertaken  in  a  number  of  otl^er 
skill  areas,  and  subject  matter  area^,"  such  as  social  sti^dies, 
science,  vocational  education,  and  the  arts.     Nol*^^has  information 
been-  collected  on  student  attitudes,   interests,  and  values — th|^ 
so-called  affecti-O^e  domain  of  learning  objectives.     In  addition, 
we  have  no  information  on  the  psychomotor  aspects 'of  student 
learning   (e.g.,  eye-hand  coordination;  manual  dexterity;  and 
response  orientation  and  integration) . 
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•  What  Do  the  Results  of  the  ITBS  Statewide  Assessment 

Show? 


/ 


In  general,  Mary  land '  4  ^a'^)erage  performance  in  most  of 
the  achievement  skill  areas  was\«,jhtly  below  the  national 
.  average.     Maryland's  average  performance  in  the  ability  area 
showed  a  progressive  increase  through  the  grades   (see  Chapter 
3,  'State  of  Maryland,  Table  2  -  pages  3-13  and  3-14). 

On  the  basis  of  tfTis  information  and  the  identification, 
in  other  tables  of  schools  which  are  scoring  well  above. or  below 
the  norm  for  Maryland  schools  serving  students  similar  in  ability 
test  scores,   and  living  under  similar  socioeconomic  conditions,  - 
no  informed  decisions  can  be  made  &y  governmental  entities  or 
educational  authorities  for  educational  program  modification. 
Additional  information  must  be  assembled,   analyzed,   and  inter- 
preted.    At  least  two  types  of  additional  information  are  needed: 

•  results  from  a  process  evaluation  of  the  opera- 
tions of  educational  programs  identified  as 
attended  by  grades  scoring  extremely  high  or 
low.      (Operations  are  characteristics  of  programs 
that  seem  capable  of  affecting  student  outcomes. 
Operations  include  educational  interventions, 
learning  experiences,  curricula, , teacher  style, 
and  instructional  techniques.);  and 

•  results  from  tests  designed  expressly  to  assess 
the  attainment  of  additional  instructional  . 
objectives  in  Maryland  scKools. 

Hopefully,   as  adequate  resourced  are  made  available, 
these  two  types  of  information  will  become  increasingly  available 
for  use  by  decision  makers  at  all  levels, 

Tn  the  meantime,   one  can  only  speculate  as  to  the 
reasons  for  the  standing  ?bf  Maryland  schools  among  the  schools" 

i  1' 
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o£  the  national  norming  sample  and  among  themselves.  Only 
detailed  study  of  individual  schools  and  their  programs,   and  an 
expanded  approach  to  assessment,   can  contribute  to  better  under- 
standing of  the  quality  of  the  .work  of  Maryland  schools. 

Accordingly,   it  is  proposed  that  public  education  take 

a  more  penetrating  look  at  its  goals,  programs,  educational  out^ 

comes,  and  evaluation  procedures.     But  it  is  also  proposed  that 

far-reaching  decisions  related  to  program  modification  and  resource 

allocation  await  information  that  will  permit  such  decisions  to 

be  informed  ones  rather  than  intuitive  ones. 

y 

In  the  appendices  which  follow  the  Report  proper, 
information  is  provided  which  sheds  a  very  positive  light 'on 
certain  student  outcomes  related  to  their  public  school  experi- 
ences.    Very  respectable  percentages  of  students  in  Grades  6,  10, 
and  12  knew  the  correct  answers  to  questions  on  the  Maryland 
Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery  Test.      (See  Appendix  C  for  more 
information.)      In  addition,   selected  college-bound  high  school 
seniors  in  Maryland  compared  in  1972-1973  and  1973-19f74  very  ^ 
favorably  with  a  national  sample  of  seniors  in  the  Admission 
Testing  Program.     The  mean  scores  of  Maryland  students  were 
considerably  higher  than  the  national  sample  on  all  tests. 
(See  Appendix  C,  p.  C-16 , ^f orNjetails . )     Finally,  Appendix  C 
provides  information  from  the  Maryland  High  School  Graduate 
Follo3V-up  Study,   1973  ,   indicating  that  a  majority  of  responding 
students  assessed  their  preparation  in  certain  school  "courses" 
as  either  satisfactory  or  excellent. 
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Chapter  1        educational  accoututability 


1.1  Introduction  to  the  Maryland" 'Accountability'  Program 

Report,  Schbollf  ear  1973-1974     -  '      •' ^ 

'9  ■  ■  ■ 

The  purposes  of„  this^Chapte;r  are- to  describe  the 
background  and  rationale  for  th&  Marylapd  Ac cbunt ability  Program  . 
Report  and  to  orient  the  readers  of  the  Repont  to  the  primary 
goals  that  accountability  in  Maryland  is  designed  to  achieve. 
The  relation  of  this  document  to  the  State overall  responsi- 
bility for  educational  accountability  should  be  clear'  to  tlie 
interested  citizen  and  educator  after  reading  this  Chapter.  • 

'This  Report  was  deve^,oped  as.  the  main  instrumenj:  of 
disclosure  of  information  about  goals  and  progress  toward  goals  « 
in  public  educatio»— required  b^  the  Maryland  Educational 
Accountability  ^ct~to  the  Governor,   the  General  Assembly,  and 
the  public.     Chapter  I  explains  what  educational  accountability 
is.     The  information  in  this  Chapter  is  divided  into  the  fol- 
lowing sections:      (1)     The  definition  of  accountability: 
(2)  '  the  Maryland  Educational  Accountability  Act;      (3')     the  rol-te 
of  the  State  Board  of  Education;     (4).   the  activities  of  the 
State  Advisory  Council  on  Accountability;   -(5)     the  accountability 
assessment  instruments;      (6)     the  State  plan  for  educational 
accountability;    .(7)     Maryland's  future  in  aciountah^ility;  and 
(8)     Accountability  Assessment  results  and -decision  making.. 

Prior  to  publishing  this  report,  the  summarized  .data 
were  shared  with  the  local  school  systems     (the* 23  counties  and 
City  o|  Baltimore)  ,  so  that  t6e  local  administrations  coCild 
proviie  their  own  individual  'narratives  in  light  of  the  assess- 
ment results.     In  preparing  narrative  materials,  local  adminis- 
trations were  invited  to  include  discussions  of: 


1.  Goal  setting  actiVities  at 'the  school  system  and 
individual  school  levels. 

2.  School  system  goals  an,d  goals  for  "typical" 
elementary  ^nd  ^typical secondary  schools. 

-  3.  .    Local  results  of  the  use  of  State  assessment 

instriiments  •         k         '  , 

^  .   ^'       Progress  of  schools  toward  system  and/or  School 

goals  not  covered  by  State  assessment  instr\jments . 

5.  Educational  modification  activities  during  the 
year  and  plans  for  further  modification.  " 

6.  Unmet  needs  for  resources  to  permit  improvement 
.  -                    ..of  programs  and  services. 

^•2  The  Definition  of  Acdountability 

Simply  stated,   educational  accountability  is  an 
•  attempt  to  disclose  and  explain  the  results  achieved  by  public 
school  programs.     Its  purposes  are  to  promote  an  understanding 
of  the  relationships  among  the  quality  of  education,  the  charac- 
teristics of  educational  programs,  the  processes  of  education, 
needed  and  available  human  and  material  resources,  and  on 
the  jDasis  of  that  understanding,  to  make  educational  improvements. 

More  specifically,  Maryland's  accountability  program 
can  be  safid  -to  have  six  basic  characteristics.     First  is  its 
positive  emphasis.     Accountability  shoxild^elp  identify  exemplary 
programs,  determining  which  are  more  el^fective  than  others. 
Recognition  and  dissemination  of.  the  more  successful  programs 
is  to  be  emphasized,  and  fc^rmal  plans  must  be  written  for  the 
.thorough'  study  of  exemplary  program  characteristics,  which  may 
be  emulated  wh©«jrt| needed. 


Second,  accountability  includes  goal-setting,  assessment, 
explanation,  and  reporting .     The  setting  of  educational  goals  and  ob- 
"ject^es  is  an  important  element  of  any  accountability  program.  It  is 
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important  to  note  "that  assessment  results  should'be  interpreted 
ultimately  more  in  terms  of  local  objectives  th!an  in  terms  of 
national  or  State  norms. 

Gradual  and  deliberate -movement  into  an  accountability 
program  is  the  third  characteristic  of  the  Maryland  system.  Rather 
than  attempting  to  develop  a'  complete  and  exemplary  prpgram 
quickly,  Maryland's  goal  il  to  progress  carefully  from  the  basic 
elements  to  a  complete  program^ 

The  fourth  characteristic-  of  the  program  is  pf  special 
interest  to  teachers.     Accountability  is  program-oriented  and  n^t 
directed  toward  teacher  evaluation.     There  is,  in  fact,  much 
legal"  precedent  for  the  invalidity  ,&t\'0"^luatinq  teachers  on  the 
badis  of  student  achievement  scores.  "€t  has  long  been  recognized 
that  many  other  variables « (i.e. ,  student,   family  and  community 
characteristics)   are  also  powerfully  involved. 

The  next  characteristic  of  Maryland's  Accountability 
Program  is  the  demand  for  an  accounting  by  all  personnel,  not 
just  by  teachers.     Teachers  can  be  most  effective  when  supplied 
with  adequate  and  appropriate  resources,  pleasant  and  suitable 
working  conditions,  and  effective  and  supportive  school  adminis- 
trators.    Accountability  for  providing  teachers-  with  these 
resources,  conditions,  and  support  falls  upon  personnel  at  all 
.levels  , outside  "the  classroom. 

Sixth,  accountability  should  b^  concerned  with  progress 
in  the  areas  of  attitudes,   interests,  and  self-concepts,  as  well 
as  understandings,  knowledge,   skills,  and  abilities.  Development 
o^ self-esteem,  concern  for  others,  and  other  personally  and 
socially  positive  attitudes  are,  as  much  as  cognitive  training, 
imporitant  goals  in  the  eyes  of  the  general  public.     Although  it  is 
at  present  difficult  to  assess  attitudes,  workable  methods  of 
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observation  and  measurement  will  eventually  be  formulated  and 
generally,  available;  and  the  Maryland  Accountability  Program 
must  be  prepared  to  expand  into  this  areaj 
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The  Maryland  Educational  Accountability  Act 


.    .        At  this  writing,   some  thirty  states  have  enacted 
accountability  legislation.     Most  of"  the  remaining  states  have 
drafted  plans  for  accountability  legislation  or  have, initiated 
^.  -procedures,   at  the  state  level,   that  will  preclude  the  need  for 

legislative  mandates. 

During  the  1972  session  of  the  Maryland  General 
Assembly,  Article  77,  Section  28a,   the  Annotated  Code  of  MaryJ^d 
and  1973  Cumulative  Supplement  was  passed.     The  law  has  coirte' to 
be  commonly  called  the  "Maryh&nd  Educational  Accountability  Act." 

^    *  The  overall  purpose  of  the  Act  is,  of  course,   to  provide 

for  the  establishment  of  a  program  of  statewide  educational 
accountability.     This  program  should  assure  that  educational 
programs  lead  to  the  attainment  of  established  educational  objec- 
tives,  provide  information  for  an  analysis  of  the  differential 
ef fect'iveness  of  instructional  program's,  and  provide  information 
for  accurate  analysis  of  costs  of '  instructional  programs. 

The  Maryland  Educational  Accountability  Act  imposes 
several  requirements"  for  statewide  accountability.     These  include 
the  establishment  of  goals  and  objectives  "in,  but  not  limited  to,^ 
reading,  writing,  and  mathematics  at  all  levels — State,  school 
system,   «md  individual  school.     The  goals  and  objectives  at  the 
system  level  need  to  be  in  conformity  with  those  established 
at  the  State  level,  and  those  established  by  individual « schools 
need  to  be  in  keeping  with  those  of  the  local  system  and  of^the  State. 
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Also  required  by  the^Act  are  ,a  school-by-school  survey 
of  the  current  status  of  student  achievement  in  relation  to 
established  objectives,  the  development  of  programs  by  each 
school  for  meeting  its  own  needs,  and  the  establishment  of 
evaluation  procedures  for  determining  tfte  effectiveness  of  these 
programs.     Regular  re-evaluation  of  programs,  goals,  and  objec- 
tives is  likewise  a  stipulation  of  the  Act,. 

The  Maryland  Educational  Accountability  Act  also 
requires  that,  beginning  in  January  19.75,  a  yearly  Report  be 
sxibmitted  by  the  State  Superintendent  of  Schools  to  the  Gove^or 
and  to  the  General' Assembly.     This  Report  must  include,  but  is 
not  necessarily  limited  to,  the  progress  made  by  the  Mary^land 
State  Department  of  Education,  by  the  local  school  syste^ns ,  and 
by  each  individual  school  toward  the  achievemeiit  of  their  respec- 
'tive  goals  and  objectives.     The  report  should  also  include 
reconmiendations  f^r  legislation  deemed  necessary  to  improve  the 
quality  of  education  in  Maryland. 

4 

1.4  The  Role  of  the  State  Board  of  Education 

In  response  to  the  accountability  legislation  enacted 
by  the  Maryland  General  Assembly  and  in  accord  with  the  six 
characteristics  of  the  State ' s "Accountability  Program,  the 
Maryland  State  Board  of  Education  determined  that  the  initial 
efforts  of  accountability  should  concentrate  on  xthe  basic  learning 
skills  of  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics.     Th^oard  resolved 
that,   following  the  specification  of  desired  educational  goals 
in  each  of  these  three  areas,   student  acTiievement  relative  to 
each  goal  shoiild  b,e  measured  and  then  an  analysis  of  the  achieve- 
ment results  related  to  other  variables,  suc^as  student  ability 
■.and  socioeconomic  status,  should.be  conducted. 
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To  assist  in  accomplishing  these  three  tasks,  the  State 
Board  of  Education  appointed  a  State  Advisory  Committee  on 
Accountability,  drawing  its  memb^s  from'  a  broad  cross-section 
of  the  State's  population.     It  fiso  desighated  the  chairman  of 
■this  committee.     A  member  of  the  Maryland  State  Department  of 
Education  was  assigned  as  full-time  executive  secretary  to  the 
committee,  in  order  to  make  available,  as  .detailed  .Accountability 
procedures  were  developed,  technical  services  from  the  State 
Department  of  Education  to  the  committee  and  to  the  local  scfciool 
systems.  ,       .  '  .  " 

The  Advisory  Committee  was'  directed  to  report  to  the 
State  Superintendent  of  Schools;  and  he,   in  turn,  was  to  report 
his  recommendations  to  the  State  Board  of  Education.     The  respon- 
sibilities of  the  Advisory  Committee  included  the  recommendation 
of  appropriate  State-level  goals  for  each  of  the  three  bas-ic  ' 
learning  skills  areas  and  the  preparation  of  guidelines  designed 
to  assist  local  school  systems  in  collecting  achievement  data. 

^         .  ■       ■  ■  ' 

On  the  local  school  system  leVel,  each  systein  superin- 
tendent ^appointed  a  Local  Coordinator  to  supervise  all  system- 
level  activities.     Responsible  to  the  superintendent,  the  Local 
Coordinator  served  as  system  representative  in  the  planning  ^d 
implementation  of  Accountability  Program'  activities. 


The  Activities  of  the  State  Advisory  Council  on 
Accountability 

In  June  of  1973,  the  State  Advisory  Council  recornmended 
to  the  State  Board  of  Education  certain  statewide  instructional 
goals.     Also  included  in  its  statement  to  the  Board  were  the 
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recommendations  that  the  accountability-  program  move  toward  a 
locally  based  assessment  procedure  that  focuqes  on  the  degree  to 
which  a  schobl  is  successful  in  meeting  its  own  goals;  that  a 
statewide  testing  and  reporting  program  be. developed  by  the 
Maryland  State  Department  of  Education  (MSDE)   to  measure  the 
attainment  of  statewide  goals;  and  that  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic 
Skills  be  used  as  a  part  of  the  initial  statewide  testing 
program • 

1.6  /  Accountability  Assessment  Instruments 

The  Local  Coordinator^,  the  Advisory  Committee/  and 
,  the  State  Board  of  Education  agreed  that  all  systems  woixld 
administer  the  Iowa  Tests  .of  Basic  Skills  (ITBS)  ,  Form  ^5 ,  19,71 
edition  and  the  Cognitive  Abilities  Test   (CAT)  ,  Form  1,.  1971 
edition,  two,  tests  developed  and  published  by  the  same  company 
and  normed  on  the  same  population.     Only  seven  Maryland  school  ^ 
systems  were  not  using  some  edition  of  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic 
Skills  (ITBS)  at  the  time  the  tests  were  selected. 

Support  for  the  selection  of  the  ITBS  |bamq  frpmithe 
.fact  that  these  tests  are  favorably  reviewed  in  Oscar  K.  Butos' 
The  Seventh  Mental  Measurements  Yearbook  4Highland  Park,  New 
Jersey:.    The  Gryphon  Press,   1972)   and  are. highly  rated  with 
regard  to  content  coverage  and  statistical  characteristics  by 
the  University  of  California,  Los  Angeles  Center  for  the  Study 
of  Evaluation.     Also  important  vas  the  fact  that  the  ITBS  can 
provide  criterion-referenced,  as  well  as  norm-referenced,  informa- 
tion for  instructional  program  analyses,  in  those  instances  where 

^  the  objectives  of  the  schdol  coincide  with  the  objectives  being 

.  measured,  by  the  test  items. 

•  , 
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The  last  factor  should  be  discussed  in  some. detail,  for 
an  important  issue  debated  among  educators  today  is  the  adequacy 
of  current  techniques  of  assessment.     The  issue  will  not  he  neatly 
resolved.     The  issue  revolves  around  respective  values  of  two 
approaches  to  educational  assessment—the  norm-referenced  and  the 
criterion-referenced  test. 

A  norm-referenced  test  is  maximally  useful  for  providing 
information  about  how  students, rank  in  r^ti^  to  each  other,  or. 
how  schools  or  districts  rank  in  r-elation  to  each  other,  or  in  any- 
other  evaluation  in  which  one  wants  to  be  able  to  classify  things 
in  order  from  high  to  low  and  to  accomplish  that  ranking  in  the 
most  reliable  fashion.     The  standard  of  "goodness"  or  "badness" 
is  internal  to  .the  test;  high,  scores  are  .good,  low  scores  are  bad. 
Norm-referenced  testing  is ^nalogous  to  traditional  letter  grading 
of  students   (A,  B,  C,  D,  E) ,   for  which  one  must  make  decisions 
about  awarding  students  an  A,  B,  C,  D,  or  E. 

A  criterion-refeji^enced  test  is  maximally  useful  for 
providing  information  abouti  whether  students  or  schools  have 
attained  some  objective  at  a  pre-determined  level  of  achievement 
without  regard  as  to  how  sl^udents  may  relate  to  each  other  in 
their  attai-nment.     The  starfflard  of  "goodness"  or  "badriess"  is 
external  to  the  test;   it  is  a  human  judgment  of  what  is  an 
acceptable  performance  and  what  is  not.  Criterion-referenced 
testing  is^ analogous  to  a  pass-fail  type  of  grading — you  pass  if 
you  accomplish  all  minimum  requirements,  you  fail  if  you  don't. 

If  one  wants  to  gather  assessment  information  that 
says,  as  reliably  as  possible,  that  the  students  in  school  system 
A,  on  the  average,  are  better  readers  than  the  students  in  school 
system  B,  on  the  average,  who  in  turn  are  better  readers  than  the 


students  in  school  system  C,  on  the  average,  without  regard  as 

to  whether  any  of  them  can  rea^  at  ,,any  particular  minimuifi  levgl, 

then  norm-referenced  tests  should  be  used.     If,  on  the  other  hand, 

one  wants  to  find  out  whether  the  students  in  school  system  A 

can  read  at  a  level  that  has  been  judged  to  be  appropriate  for 

fojirth  grades,  ,and  the  same  for  students  in  school  system  B 

without  regard  to  whether  A  Surpasses  B  or  vice  versa,  then  a 

1 

criterion-referenced  test  is  called  for. 

As  a  result  of  a  thorough  review  of  the  points  dis- 
cussed above,  the  statistical  information  that  was.^llected 
and  analyzed  for  this  Report  consists  chiefly  of  norm-re fere need, 
test  results  in  the  basic  skills.     ThiC  assessment  technique  is 
the  one  being  used  currently  by  all  of  the  local  school  systems 
in  Maryland.     It  was  deemed  logical  that  the.  information  obtained 
from  the  norm-ref erenced  assessment  approach  be  analyzed  and 
disclosed  to  the  pxiblic  as  a  beginning  step  in  the  Accountability 
Program.     Statistical  tables  showing  analyses^ of  average  school 
achievement  scores  in  the  basic  skills,  tdgether  with  narrative 
dis,cussions,  comprise  the  bulk  of  this  volume. 


^or  almost  70  years,  norm-ref ferenced  testing  has  been  the  most 
common  technique  of  educational  assessment,  with  some  programs 
going  baclc  as.  far  as  1913.     It  was  then  that  Edward  Lee  Thorn- 
dike  administered  a  criterion-referenced  spelling  test  to  the 
Boston  Piablic  Schools.     A  large  group  of  teachers  was  brought  to- 
gether to  list  all 'Of  the  words  that  a  graduating  eighth  grade 
student  should  be  able  to  spell  correctly.     In  191ff,  three  years 
later f  educational  decision-makers  wanted  to  know  how  many 
students  spelled  all  the  words  correctly.     Since  few  spelled  all 
of  .the  words  correptly,  the  decision-makers  then  askeS  how  many 
students  got  ninety  percent  right,  how  many  got  seventy-five 
percent  right,  and  so  on.     The  assessment  technique  thereby 
passed  from  a  critef ion-referenced  to  a  normative-type  test 
simply  as  a  result  of  decision-makers  asking  different  questions. 
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1-7  The  State  Plan  for  Implementation  of  Accountability 

<i  ■  '  ^ 

The  plan  for  implementing  the  State's  accountability 
program  included  a  schedule  of-  deadlines^  for  completing  the 
several  phases  of  establishing  goals  and  objectives.     The  first 
deadline  was  August  1,   1973,  by  which  time  the    Maryland  State 
Boa^rd  of  Education  was  to  have  adopted  and  disseminated  broad 
statewide  goals  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics.  Other 
scheduled  deadlines  were  December  1,   1973,   for  developing  and 
disseminating  a  catalogue  of  goals  and  objectives   (by  the 
Maryland  State  Department  of  Education) '  and  June.l,   1974,   for  the 
establishment  and  submission  of  school  system  goals  to  the  State 
Coordinator  of  Accountability,   for  review  by  the  appropriate 
state  goals  committee. 

The  State  implementation  plan  further  specified  that 
by  September  1,   1974,   school,  system  goals  would  be  reviewed  and 
that  by  April  1,   1975,   each  school  would  have  established  its 
own  objectives,  consistent  with  its  unique  needs  and  i^  keeping 
with  school  ^system  goals.     September  1,    1975,  was  designated  as 
the  deadline  for  school  systems  to  evaluate  the  objectives  sub- 
emitted  by  individual  schools  and  to  submit  a  narrative  report 
to  the  Maryland  State  Department  of  Education  on  the  establish- 
ment of  school  objectives. 

The  State's  implem^tation  plan  required  the  establish- 
ment of  a  cbmprehensive  and  uniform  statewide  testing  program. 
The  plan  also  called  fox  the  establishment  of  procedures  for 
collecting  data  on  student,   home,  community,   and  school  charac- 
teristics.    The  implementation  plan  required  the  establishment 
of  procedurfes  by  which  school  systems  would  report  test  results 
and  other  information  to  the  Maryland  State  Department  of  . 
Education. 
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The  State  plan  specified  that  the  ITBS  and  CAT  would 
be  given,  starting  in  the  spring  of  1974,  to  all  pupils  (excluding 
certain  categories  of  handicapped  students)   in  grades  3,   5,  1 , 
and  9.,  except  that  school  systems  could  elect  to  sample  grades 
for  testing   (Frederick  County  elected  to  sample) .     More  specifi- 
cally,  the  plan  designated  the  dates  March  1  to  March  31  for  \ 
ITBS  and  CAT  testing  in  grades  7  and  9  and  the  period  from 
April  15  to  May  15  |or  ITBS  and  CAT  testing  in  grades  3  and 
5.     Students  in  ungraded  classes  were  to  be  tested  on  the  test 
'level  commensurate  with  their  years  in  school,  excluding  kinder- 
garten, or  on  the  basis  of  their  birth  dates. 

Conditions  under  which  tests  are  given  must  be  uniform 
if  the  results  are  to  be  valid  and  reliable..    Test  results  must 
be  reported  systematically  and  consistently.     Explicit  descrip- 
tions of  responsibilities  at  the  local  school  system  and  school 
levels  were  developed  to  address  these  requirements.  These 
descriptions  and  related  accountability  procedures  appear  in 
the  MSDE's  Maryland  Handbook  on  the  Accountability  Assessment 
Program  (Research  Triangle  Park,.,  North  Carolina:  Res'earch 
Triangle  Institute,  December  27,   1973).     By  November  1,  1974, 
according  to  the  accountability  implementation  plan,  the  Maryland 
Stat^  Department  of  Education  was  to  have  completed  the  first 
summary  analysis  of  all  data  collected  up  to  that  time. 

A  major  assumption  underlying  Maryland's  accountability 
legislation  is  that  the  analysis  and  interpretation  of  pertinent 
test  data  and  Other  information  lead  to  beneficial  changes  and 
modifications  in  instructional  programs.     However,   it  is  not 
sufficient  just  to  assume  that  the  school's  instructional 
programs  become  mpre  effective  and  efficient -because  the  State 
has  an  assessment  program.     In  keeping  with  the  Karyland  Educa- 
tional Accountability  Act,   evaluation  programs  must  be  developed 
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and  installed  to  determine  the  effect  that  modifications  of  the 
instructional  programs  have  upon  goal  attainment.     The  MSDE  is 
encouraged  by  the  Act  to  assist  local  school  systems  and  schools 
in  this  evaluation  task  by  sponsoring  pilot  evaluation  projects 
in  selected  school  systems. 

Adequate  evaluation  of  instructional  programs  requires 
the  use  of  more  than  just  norm-referenced  tests.  Criterion- 
referenced  tests  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics- mu^st  be 
developed  or  adapted, for  use  in  Maryland's  public  schools.  The 
State's  accountability  program  must  be  extended  to  other  sjabject' 
matter  areas  and  to  domains  other  than  the  cognitive  one.^  There 
is  also  a  need  to  develop  effective  procedures  for  establishing 
the  cost  of  various  instructional  programs.     Efforts  are  underway' 
to  develop  cost  analysis  information  which  may  be  included  in  the 
accountability  re^Jort  for  1974-1975. 


1-8  Maryland's  Future  in  Accoiantability 

It  is  appropriate  to  ask,  at  this  writing:     What  is 
required  for  the  future  program  of  accountability  in  the  State? 
What  needs  to  be  achieved  beyond  this  first  accountability  report 
to  the  Governor  and  the  General  Assembly? 

Accountability  can  be  said  to  exjist  when  the  following 
conditions  have  been  met:'    (1)     the  State  goals  -of  education  reflect 
the  educational  needs  and  interests  of  the  population;     (2;)  current 
student  status,  recent  progress,  and  needed  improvement  in  each 
goal-  area  are  matters  of  public  record  and  specific  objectives 
for  improving  the  current  status  have  been  adopted;     (3)  pro- 
gjrams  to  achieve  specific  objectives  have  been  implemented; 
and,  finally,     (4)     the  cost  of  programs,  i.e.,   the  cost  of 
achieving  goals  and  objectives,  is  a  matter  of  public  record.' 
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It  is  necessary,   therefore,  to  plan  a  course  of  action 
in  keeping  with  these  conditions,  a  program  that  can  be  coopera- 
tively developed  by  the  Local  Coordinators,   the  State  Advisory 
Committee  for  Accountability,   and  the  MSDE.     Such  a  plan  should 
include  a  rationale  for  accountability  and  an  assignment  of     ^  • 
functions  to  key  levels  of  the  public  education  system  in  Mary- 
land to  assure  that  steps  toward  program  improvement  follow  the 
receipt  of  accountability  information • 

The  rationale  fbr  accountability  and  assignment  of 
functions  should  strengthen  and  maintain  State-local  relation- 
ships in  the  model  system  oE  public  education  established  in 
Maryland  in  the  past.     For  many  years,*  Maryland  has  enjoyed  a 
healthy  balance  of  State  and  local  responsibility  for  education. 
Loeal  initiative,  along  with  financial  equalization  aid  and  other 
State  services,   has  been  ^fruitful  for  public  education  in  Mary- 
land.    This  balance  between  State  and  local  responsibility  should 
not  be  destroyed  but  rather  valued  and  fostered  as  the  accounta- 
bility program  progresses. 

State  responsibilj-ty  will  need  to  be  focused  on 
objectives  pertaining  to  skills  specified  in  the  State  law,  and 
local  school  systems  should  ^be  encouraged  to  establish  objectives 
and  evaluation  procedures  patterned  to  local  needs  and  local 
concerns  in  public  education.     The  comibg  year  1975  will  be 
partially  devoted  to  involving  the  appropriate  constituencies 
in  the  drafting  of  a  five-year  plan  for  accountability  based 
on  this  point  of  view. 

Implicit  in  the  concept  of  a^ountability  is  the  need 
for  disclosure  of  all  available  information  about  the  educational 
enterpr^ise,  communicated  clearly,   in  a  way  in  which  the  general 
public  can  develop  informed  opinions  about^  the  public  schools 
and  recommendations  for  legislation  for  the  improvement  of  the 
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quality  of  education  in  Maryland.     It  is  in  the  spirit  of  dis- 
closure that  this  report  is  offered. 

Two  recent  developments  will  influence  the  nature  of 
accountability  activities  in  subsequent  years.     One  is  the  "Ten 
Schools",  project  in  accountability.     As  an  alternative  approach 
•to  accountability,  ten  volunteer  schools  are  working  with  the 
Maryland  State  Department  of  Education,  the  Maryland  State 
Teachers  Association,  and  the  National  Education  Association  in 
an  attempt  to  establish  a  process  of  accountability  operating 
between  the  school  and  the  immediate  community.     In  these  pilot 
activities,  accountability  is  seen  as  a  system  of  communication 
and  disclosure.     With  the  involvement  of  the  communi^^,  each 
pilot  school  will  discuss  and  establish  understandable  goals 
and  objectives  for  groups  of  students  in  the  basic  skills  of 
reading,  writing,  and  mathematics.,    The  professional  staff  of 
the  pilot  schools  will  consider  teaching,  as  well  as  public 
information  needs,  in  the  choice  of  techniques  used  to  determine 
students'  achievement  of  desired  objectives.     The  project  will 
not  depend  on  testing  of  student  skills  via  a  Statewide  battery 
of  tests  to  provide  for  accountability. 

Another  development  which  will  influence  the  future  of 
accountability  relates  to  the  very  considerable  expansion  of 
attention  to  special  education  for  handicapped  students.     As  a 
result,   in  part,  of  legislation  at  State  and  federal  levels  and 
decisions^  in  the  Maryland  courts,  this  expanded  attention  must, 
include  considerable  emphasis  on  evaluation  of  the  effectiveness 
of  special  education  programs.     The  results  of  such  evaluations 
should  be  included  in  subsequentOiccountability  reports  as  efforts 
to  improve  the  quality  of  programs  progress.  .  ^ 
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1,9  Afccountabiliby  Assessment  Results  and  Decision  Making 


a  •  9 . 1  Models  of  Atrcountability 

The  ideas  of  accountability  and  assessment  in  education 
aire  best  .understood  in  the  context  of,  models  in  evaluation  of 
educational  programs.     Educational  programs  may  be  considered 
at  the  State  level,  the  school  system  level,  and  at  the  individual 
school  level  and  are  discussed  in  the  concept  of  aiw  ongoing  ^ 
educational  activity  design^  to  produce  specified  changes  in 
the  behavior  of  the  individuals  who  are  exposed  to  it,  Astin 
and  Panos  have  reviewed  models  in  the  evaluation  of  ..educational 
programs  succinctly  in  Educational  Mea^surement . 

Ideally,  an  evaluative  study  involves  the  collection 
and  analysis  of  information  regarding  inputs,  ^outputs,  and 
operations  of  educational  programs.     These  pire  the  three  conqef)-^ 
tually  distinct  components  of  any  educational  program.  By 
"inputs"  is  meant  the  talents,  skills,  aspirations,  and  other 
potentials  for  growth  and  learning  that  the  student  brings  with 
,him  into  the  educational  program.     In  addition,   the  characteristics 
of  the  student's  family  and  the  culture  in  which  he  liv6s  are 
included  in  inputs.  '  »  ' 

"Outputs"  refers  to  the  student's  achievements,  'knowledge, 
skills,  aptitude  for  future  learning,  values^  personality ,' inter-  . 
personal  relations,  and  other  behayioiTs  that  are  ^likely  *  to  be 
influenced  by  the  educational  program.  '  [ 


/ 


"""Thorndike,  Robert  L.    (ed.,)  .     Educational  Measurement,  Second 
Edition.     Astin,  Alexander  W.  and  Panos,  Robert  Jl,   "The  ,  . 
Evaluation  of  Educational'  Programs."  Washington,  D.C.:  American 
Council  on  Education,   1971,   pp.   733-751.  • 
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'   "Operations"  refers  to  those  characteristics  of  the 
educational  program  that  are  capable  of  affecting  the  relevant 
^  student  outputs.     Included  in  operations  are  environmental  ^ 
experiences,  educational  interventions,  learning  experiences, 
learning  strategie^,  curricula,  teacher  style,. and  instructional 
techniques.     EducationaJ_^  operations  comprise  the  entire  array  of 
environmental  variables  that  characterize  a -particular  educational 
program-the  means  to  the  achievement  of  the  educational  ends,"  ' 
i.e.,  goals  of  the  program  previously  established^. 


1.9.2  Maryland's  Approach    ♦  ^  / 

What  is  the  method  being  used  currentljy  in  Maryland 
V     in  thp  accountability  program  to  evaluate  programs  and  provide 
decision  makers  with  relevant  information  on  inputs,  outputs, 
and  operations? 

For  the  first  year  the  approach  involves  essentially 
the  measurement  of  inputs  and  outputs  on  a^^State,  school  system 
and  school-by-school  basis.-   This  procedur^ means  that  for  this 
accountability  report,  descriptive  information  is  provided,'  not  . 
research  information,  and  that  causal  information  is  not 
•available  to  decision  makers.     Accdrdingly,  great  caire  must  be 
exercised  in  not  making  unwarranted  assumptions  about  causal 
relationships  between  program  operations  and  outputs. 

The  reader  may  well  ask,  if  this  is  the  case  and 
decision  inakers  are  not  being  provided  with  the  information  needed 
on  inputs,  outputs,  and  operations-,  why  provide  inadequate  informa- 
tion?   The  answer  is:  " 


is  important  to  report  what  is  known  about 
stuSent* achievement,  however  limited  that  know- 
ledge is,  because  disclosure  of  such  information 
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is  desired  by  the  pjiblic  and  by  public  officials, 
^  and  disclosure  is  an  important  element  in  any 

acco\intability^  ptogram.     In  the  first  year  of 
accountability,  baseline  assessment  data  is  all 
that  can  be  expected.- 
,     The  approacfi^in  Maryland  has  been  cooperative, 
*  democratic,  and  evolutionary,  taking  a  considerable 
period  of  time..  } 
C.       Resources  have  not  been  made  available  at  the 

State  level  to  permit  more  rapid  or  comprehensive 
movement . 

*D.      Aside  frorji  the- .evaluation  aspect,  the  information 
collected  n^s  'important  uses  in  that  it  becomes 
possible  to  determine  from  output  information  if 
desired  changes  have  ^taken  place  in  students. 
Locally,  studen^Sk^  can  be  given  special  assistance 
if  needed,  and  teachers  can  be  encouraged  to 
modify  their  techniques.     Input  information  can  be 
used   (1)    in  setting  realistic  objectives  for  the 
*     '  program,    (2)   in  designing  or  modifying  the  specific 

educational  operations,  and  (3)   in  assigning 
students  to appropriate  experiences  within  the 
progrcim. 

1.9.3  Limitations  of  ITBS  in  Assessing  Attainment  of 

Maryland  Educational  Goals 

The  reason  for  selecting  ITBS  for  the  assessment  instru- 
ments for  the  Maryland  Accountability  Program  have^|^n  discussed 
elsewhere  in  the  Report.     In  the  interest. of  clar:i^Sland  in 
fairness  tp  State  and  local  subject  matter  specialists  serving  on 
or  advisory  to  State  goal  committees  in  reading,  writing,  and 


State  goals  appear  in  Chapter  3. 
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mathematics  ^nd  others,  comments  should  be  included  concerning 
the  degree  to  which  itbS  addresses  the  goals  in  these  three  areas 
which  have  be^n  adopted. 

READING 

In  general,  .ITBS  does  not  measure' State  Goal  I;  Utilize 
a  variety  of .Reading  Materials.     For  measuring  the  achievement  of 
this  goal,   local  informal  techniques  would  have  to  be  developed 
into  a  valid  and  reliable  instrument  for  Statewide  use. •  state 
Goal  II:     Use  a  Word  Recognition  System  is  measured  in  a  very 
limited  way  by  the  ITBS  Vocabulary  Subtest.     gtate  Goal  III: 
Comp,rehen(^  Various  Reading  Materials  is  measured  by  ITBS  as  far 
as  literal  comprehension  is "concerned.     No  known  single  published 
test  measures  the  entire  process  of  comprehension.     State  Goal- IV: 
Meet  the  Reading  Demands  for  Functioninar  in  Society  is  measured 
in  part  by  speqific  isolated  items  throughout  the  ITBS  subtests."^'' 
A  number  of  Goal  IV  skills  are  not  measured  by  ITBS.     State  Goal  V 
Select  Reading  as  a  Personal  Activity  is  not' measured  by  ITBS. 
This  goal  mdy  be  measured  in  subsequent  years  as  the  Maryland 
'Basic  Reading  Mastery  Test  is  refined  and  installed  as  a  regular 
part  of  the  Accountability  Program  and  as  other  instruments  are 
idemtified  and  agreed  upon. 


WRITING 

1 


The  State  goals  in  writing  are: 

•  .Use  the  writing  process  to  communicate  personal 

of  wilting"'^  ideas,  observing  accepted  conventions 

,    •        U^e  the  writing  process  to  respond  to  the  demands 
and  obligations  of  society,  observing  accepted 
conventions  of  society 

•  Value  writing  for  personal  and  social  reasons 

At  best,  only  a  portion  of  each  of  the  Maryland  writing 
goals  is  measured  by  ITBS,  according  to 
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the  Maryland  Writing  Goals  Committee.     ITBS,  the  Committee  contends , 
does  not  measure  the  process  of  writing;   it  is  a  proofreading  device 
for  measuring  some  of  the  mechanics  of  writing.     Writing  is  best 
assessed  in  it|^  entirety  as  a  finished  product,  not  in  bits  and 
pieces  that  collectively  do  not  produce  the  whole.     In  addition, 
the  specialists  note,  ITBS  does  not  test  a  student's  own  perfor- 
ma nee.  i 

MATHEMATICS 

The  State  Mathematics  Goals  Committee  reports  concerns 
about  the  degree  to  which  ITBS  addresses  the  State ^mathematics 
goals  as  follows: , 

1.       All  test  items,  require  the  student  to  be  able  to  read 

r^2r.      Some  items  are) so  worded  as  to  be^  incorrect  and/or 
confusing.  r 

3.       Each ''level  of  the  problem  solving  section  of  'the 

te^  requires  the  student  to  search  in  a  cluttered 
picture  for  necessary  information.     Since  there 
is  a  limit  on,  the  length  of  time  a  student  can 
work,  time  should  pot  be  required  to  "find", 
information  needed  to  solve  the  problem. 

^  4.       Almost  no  items  measure  objectives  in  a  single 

goal  area;  therefore,  results  from  the  test  may  be 
of  little  br  no'  value  in  determining  areas  of 
weakness.  '  ' 

5.  Computation  skills  "are  not  measured  individually. 

6.  Some  of  the  questions  in  the  concept  portion  of 
the  test  are  considered  to  be  better  included  * 
in  the  problem  solving  section.     ^     ^  " 

7.  The  test  questions  measure  only  objectives  which 
would  be  compatible  with  two  of  the  six  State  goals. 

From  the  comments  reviewed  above,  it  should  be  apparent" 
that  developmental  activities  must  ^  launched  to  produce  assess- 
ment data  for  subsequent  accountability  reports  which  will  much 
more  precisely  pr^ide  information  on  the  attainment  of  Maryland 
Educational  Goals  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics. 

■■    .  11., 
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With  this  discussion  in  mind,  about  the  nature  of  the 
present  evaluation  model  being  used  fpr  the  accountability 
program,  about  the  nature  of  descriptive  information  provided  by 
test  results,  and  about  the  adequacy  of  ITBS  as  a  measuring  device 
for  goal  attainment,  the  assessment  information  at  State,  school 
system,  and  school  levels  will  hopefully  be  viewed  in  the  appro- 
priate light. 

-       !       A  *  ■ 

The  information  provided  in  this  Report  can  lead  to  two 
types  of  decisions  only  arid  not  to  sweeping  decisions  about 
dramatic  program  modification  and  resource  allocation.     The  non- 
intuitive  types  of  decisions  which  may  be  made  by  teachers, 
principals,  local  superintendents,  and  State  education'  officials 
and  which  are  warranted  by  the  assessment  information  for  1973- 
1974  follow: 

•  To  undertake  the  detailed  examination  of  educa- 
tipnal  programs  in  school  systems  and  individual 
schools  where  average  achievement  scores  are 
markedly  above  or  below  the  national  norm  or 

.were  markedly  high  or  low  when  compared  with  the 
performances  of  other  Maryland  schools  serving 
^  students^with  similar  characteristics  of  ability 

and/or  socioeconomic  status 

•  To  provide  for  the  preliminary  review  of  program 
operations  for  high  and  low^scoring  schools  to 
suggest  possible  activities  that  can  be  carried 
out  in  strengthening  appropriate  basic  skill 
^reas. 


Chapter  2        Maryland  state  department  op  education  ofeJECTivES 


2.1,  Introduction 

 ^  ^  ..  .. 

The  r^(aryland,  State  Department  of  jpducation   (MSDE)  ,  \ander 
the  policy  guidance  of  the  State  Board  of  Eciucationr  is  responsible 
for  thevimplementation  of  policies  that  improve  the  education  of 
children  across  the  State.     It  also  has  a  responsibility  to  help 
local  school  systems  implement  those  policies ^  through  leadership, 
regulatory,  and  informational  activities.     Neither  the  Department 
nor  the  Boar^d  charts  a  lone  course;  both  are  subject  to  mandates  ^ 
and  fiscal  limitations  imposed  by  the  General  Assembly,  by  the 
executive  branch ^  and  increasingly,  by  the  courts.     They  are  ^- 
sensitive,  too,  to  expressions  of  public  opinion. 

The  activities  of  the  Department  have  cumulative  effects 
on  the  schools  over  extended  periods  of  time,  effects  that  vary  in 
both  time  and  impact  from  school  system  to  school  system.     A  report 
such  as  this  must  therefore  attempt  to  examine  a  cross  section  of 
a  continuum,  with  some  elements  recognizable  and  measureable  and 
others  l^ss  easy  to  label  or  assess  at  a  given  moment  in  time. 

Thus,  there  will  be  instances  in  which  the  objectives 
MSDE  has^  established  for  itself  for  fiscal  year  1975  will  not  lend 
themselves  to  useful  measurement  after  just  one  year.     They  will 
be  part  bf  broader,  more  long-range  objectives.     These  objectives 
are  included  because  they  are  considered  to  be  major  activities. 
Next  year's  Accountability  Report  will  discuss  the  degree  to  which 
the  MSDE  objectives  identified  in  this  Report  have  been  realized 
and  will  spell  out  MSDE  objectives  for  fiscal  1976. 

In  discussing  objectives  for  the  year,  MSDE  does  not  by 
any  means  exhaust  the  activities  in  which  the  Department  is  engaged,  , 
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1  *  * 

Many  on-^oing  activities  are  omitted,  as  are,  of  Qourse,  those 
emergency  activities  that  alWys  develop  but  which  cannot  be 
identified  in  advance.  s  .  ^  - 

-)„      Limitations  in  staf  f '  axeas  of  specialization  occasionally 
make  tt  necessary        re-ass^gn  specialists  in  one  area  to  work  oi> 
higher  priority  activities  in  another  area.     The  result  is  that  • 
for  periods  of  time  those  staff  will  conduct  oply  hqlding  actions 
in  their  primary  specializations  while  contributing  substantially 
of  their  time  to  other  assignments.     One  example  is  our  Reading 
Task  Force,  with  specialists  in  English ,- foreign  languages,  special 
education,  and  elementary  education  giving  almost  full  time  to  it. 
In  such  cases,  objectives  in  lower  priority  activities  must  be 
deferred. 

For  purposes  of  organization,  we  have  divided  this  report 
into  three  sections:  Field  Activities,  Support  Activities,-  and 
Vocational  Rehabilitation.     Vocational  Rehabilitation  is  considered 
separately,  not  because  it  is  independent  of  the  rest  of  the  enter- 
prise, but  because  it  covers  the  operational  spectrum  including 
both  field  and  support. 

) 

We  have  marked  with  an  asterisk  those  activities  that  have 
been  identified  as  educational  priorities  by  the  State  Board  of 
Education. 


2.2  Field  Activity  Objectives 

a)         Instructional  Areas 

*  Reading 

1.  Increase  enrollment  in  adult  reading  classes  by  20% 

2.  Complete  preparation  of  revised  criterion-referenced  tests  for 
basic  skills 


3.  Prepare  four  film  strips  and  manuals  (primary,  intermediate, 
junior,  senior)   for  teachers  of  basic  skills  in  functional 

reading  *  , 

4.  .Initiate  programs  in  seventeen  school  systems  for  early 

identification  of  learning  problems 

5.  Complete  preparation  of  guidelines  by  which  individual 
schools  may  measure  the  effectiveness  of  their  total  reading 
program,  for  use  in  schools  by  Spring,  1975 

6.  .'Train  45iD  supervisors  and  principals  to  improve  their  skill 

in  functional  reading  programming 

7.  ,     Train  150  trainers  of  reading  volunteers 

8.  Train  3000  new  volunteers  in  reading 

9.  Produce  20  lessons^ in  ITV  (Instructional  Television)  reading 
Series  I  and' 15  lessons  each  in  series  II  and  III,  and  pro- 
duce teacher  manuals  t6  accompany  them 

10.  Produce  a  pilot  program  in  tfie  ITV , Reading  IV  series 

^1.       Revise  Adult  Basic  Education  ITV  series  following  evaluation 
by  local  school  systems 

12.  :     Expand  services  of  the  Library  for  the  Blind  and  Physically 

Handicapped  to  meet  the  special  reading  and  information  needs 

of  blind  college  students 

13.  Stimulate  school  libraries  to  motivate  non-readers'  to  read  by 
increasing  popular  titles  in  paperback,  free  reading  periods, 
special  collections  in  classrooms 

Mathematics 

1.  ,  Prepare  for  consideration  by  the  State  Bo^rd  of  Education  a 

|tate  plan  for  the  metrication  of  all  phases  of  public  school 
dperation 

2. "        Develop  a  model  for  teacher  training  in  metrication 

3.  Develop  guidelines  and  activities  for  the  introduction  of  the 
metric  system  into  the  mathematics  curriculum 

4.  Produce  and  distribute  teacher  manuals  -for  ITV  series  "Calculus 
and  "Numbers  Game  II"  and  revise  appropriate  lessons  in 
"Calculus  II."  • 


Social  Studies  \ 
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1.  Train  300  teachers  to  increase  students'  knowledge  of  political 
processes  and  services  of  local  governments  '  ' 

2.  .Publish  a  resource  guide  of  appropriate  activities  to  assist  ... 

the. public  and  nonpublic  schools  of  Maryland  in  their  plans  ' 
for  celebration  of  the  National  Bicentennial 

Health  /         ,  * 

1.  Instruct  an  additional  500  teachers  in  the  use  of  the  new  health 
educa.tion  curriculum 

2.  Develop  support  packages  to  accompany  the  health  education 
curriculum^or  use  in  classroom  instruction  and  ijiservice" 
training  ,  .         '  . 

*Enviro-nmental  Education  '  , 

1.  Publish  an  interdisciplinary  curriculum  framework  for  environ- 
mental education  for  oise  by  local  scl^ool  systems 

2.  Involve  5,000  secondary  school  students  in  symposia  designed' 
to  instruct  and  pron^te  discussion  on  environmental  problems 


Safety  alid  Transportation 


X 


Develop  evaluation  parameters  to  measure  program  effectiveness 

Produce  instructional  programs  and  app^priate  safety  messages 

to  be  broadcast,  over  radio  stations  ifiMaryiand 

Produce  a' junior  high  school  instructional  television  traffic  " 

safety  series  and  a  series  of  special  programs  aimfed  at  school 

personnel 

Develop  two  school  bus  driver  instructional  packages 
Disseminate  rules  and  regulations  on  motorcycle  safety 


4G 
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6.  Implement  K-6  Safety  Education  Curriculum  in  all  24  school 

.  districts  and  make  available  to  private  and  parochial  schools, 
based  upon'their  interest^ . and  needs  » 

7.  Revise  Bicycle  Safety  Program  to  comply  with -the*.  nevJr  legisla- 
-    tion  on  bicyi^les  and  distribute  to  .the  local  school  districts 

^,  / 

b)     General  Area  Objectives 

Gifted  and  Talented  Students 

■  ■  '  *  '  . 

1.  -Assist  six  local  school  systems  to  develop  programs  for  gifted 

and  talented  students  that  can  be  used  as  pilot  and  demonstra- 
tion centers  .  . 

2,  Expand  the  program  offerings  in  the  Maryland  Regional  Center 
for  the  Arts  to  include  creative  writing  and  foreign  languages 

Special  Education 

1.  Tdentify  and  provide  services  to  7.0  percent  of  the  handicapped 
population  requiring  special  education  services  as  reported  in 
the  Special  Services  Information  System  (SSIS)  Reports 

2.  In  consortia  with  colleges,  universities,  and  Local  Education 
Agencies,  provide  ten  percent  of  all  -teachers  in  Maryland  with 
diagnostic/prescriptive  teaching  skills  ' 

3.  "*   Increase  by  25  percent  the  enrollment  in  remedial  programs  of  . 

preschool  children  known  to  have  impaired  hearing 

4.  Increase  the  skills  of  50  teachers  and  paraprofessionals  to 
work  with  the  severely  and  profoundly  handicapped 

5.  Ensure  that  all  handicapped  children  now  •  en  A)  lied  in  educational 
programs  receive  a  free,  publicly  supported  education. 

6.  Increase  by  75  percent  the  enrollment  of -children  in  the  critica 
areas  of  early  childhood  education;  career  education  and  the  low 
incidence  areas  Qf  special  education,  i.e.,  hearing,  vision, 
severe  emotional  disturbance  and  multiple  handicaps 
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7.  Implement  projects  in  vocatiopal  education  for  80  additional 
institutionalized  youths  ^ 

8.  implement  vocational  projects  in  two  state  mental  institutions 
to  prepare  45  educable  and  emotionally  disturbed  students  for 
employment 

9.  Allocate  funds'  according  to  formula  for  occupational  training 
in  community  colleges,  to  serve  19,500  students  in  210  programs 

Instructional  Television 


1.  Provide  cassette  service  for  four  western  Maryland  counties 

2.  Implement  ITV  intern  pr,ogram  with  local  school  systems  and  the 
University  of  Maryland      "  :j 

3.  Acquire  and  schedule  55  iWehool  television  series 

'         4.     Prepare  all  TV  specials  authorized  by  the  Department 

5.  Publish  manuals  for  the  following  series:  Way  to  Go.  Teaching 
Child  With  Special  Needs,  Calculus^.  Do  You  Get  the  Message?. 
Numbers^XSame  II,  CalUng  Careers,  and  Adult  Basic  Education 

6.  Publish  ITV  Schedule  booklet 

7.  Correlate  State  ITV  programndng  with  local  system  curricula  ' 
8..    Cond^ict  survey  of  classroom  utilization  of ,  ITV  programs  ^ 

School  Lunch 

1.  Expand^by  ten  percent  (to  7-2  percent)   the  number  of  non-program 
schools  to  which  fobd  services  are  extended  ' 

2.  Expand  present  food  service  programs  by  serving  meals  to  ten 
percent  more  children  to  a  total  of  354,000  ct^ildren  daily 

3.  Increase  by  50  percent  (to  5,300)    the  number  of  children  in 
preschool  centers  in  the  food  service  program 

4.  Increase  by  50, percent  (to  750)    fpod  service  to  elderly  citizens 

School  Community  Centiirs 
~   ^ — 

& 

1.     Provide  supplementary  educational  and  recreational  programs  during 
the  evening  hours,  and  weekends  for  300,000  participants  in  550 
>        centers  in  all  24  local  school  systems 
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General  Education  Development 

1.     Expand  number  of  centers  offering  the  GED  tests  from  16  to  18 
*Huinan  Relations 

1       'provide  to  requesting  school  systems,  technical  assistance 

which  will  lead  to  the  reduction  of  intergroup  tensions,  the 
improvement  of  intergroup  understanding  and  the  resolution  of 
urgent  problems  stemming  from  racial  confrontation. 
Develop  a  problem-identification/conflict-intervention  model 
'that  includes  all  elements  of  the  school  family  for  each 
school  level-elementary,  middle,   and  senior  high  school, 
sponsor,   coordinate,  and  plan  with  local  educational  agency 
personnel,   a  one-day  conference  on  Human  Relations  in  Maryland. 
Develop  curriculum  guide  on  intergroup  education. 
Train  teachers  in  six  elementary  schools  having  a  continuum 
of  educational  services  to  strengthen  interpersonal  relations 
in  the  classroom. 


-2. 


3. 

4. 
5. 


Library  Services 


1. 


3. 


initiate  pilot  programs  in  six  public  libraries  to  develop 
Public  Library  Community  Information  and  Referral  programs  to 
improve  the  capacity  of  public  libraries  to  serve  as  centners 
for  information  about  the  community 

Meet  80  percent  of  requests  for  films  and  70  percent  of 
requests  from  other  libraries  by  the  State  Library  Resource 
Center  (Central  Enoch  Pratt  Free  Library) 

support  legislation  revising  the  public  library  financing 
law 

Publish  Master  Plan  for  Libraries 


» 
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Vocational  Education    ^  ^ 

1.  Provide  funds  by  formula  to  support  2,010  occupational  education 
programs   (76,000  students) 

2.  Monitor  100  secondary  and  20  postsecond^ry  vocational  programs  ' 
in  the  State  for  factors  contributin^g  to  low  completion  rate, 
low  enrollment,  anH  placement 

3.  Publish  'a  booklet  describing  vocational  education  programs  for 
the  handicapped  in  Maryland 

4.  Provide  funding  to  construct  vocational  edux:ational  facilities 
for  1,430  students      '  " '  .  . 

5.  Provide  12  summer  vocational  programs  in  occupational  skills 
\       for  1,200  out-of-school  and  secondary  students 
6L     Publish  a.  vocational  guidance  service  manual  to  assist  " 

students  in  making  vocational  selections  .  ' 

7.  Develop  and  fund  nine  new  cooperative  vocational  education'' 
programs 

8.  Train  750  local  administrators  and  teachers  to  improve 
competencies  in  the  various  vocational-technical  areas 

9.  Prepare  vocational  education  student- teacher  data  reports  .  • 

10.  Prepare  high  school  graduate  follow-up  reports 

11.  Coordinate  vocational  education  research  in  Maryland 

12.  Evaluate  Maryland  vocational  education  programs  at  the  secondary, 
college,  and  adult  levels 

*Early  Childhood  Education 

1.  Increase  enrollment  and  provide  early  childhood  services  to  an 
additional  600  children  in  Federal  Title  III  funded  projects 
and  State-funded  projects 

2.  Train  150  administrators,  teachers  and  assistants  in  in-service 
seminars  focusing  on  needs  of  identified  projects,  i.e., 
language  development,  mathematical  concepts,  and  development 

of  positive  attitudes  on  the  part  of  project  children 
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Assist  LEA'S  in  planning,  developing,  and  utilizing '^curriculum  ' 

materials  * 
Publish  quarterly  newsletter  on  early  childhood  education 
Ensure  through  cooperation  with  Maryland  Service  Corps  that 
50  percent  of  projects  receive  volunteers  initially  trained 
by  the  Corps 

Dtetermine  means  Of  early  identification  of  children's  special 
needs 

Continue  evaluation  design  involving  nine  counties,  in 
cooperation  with  Johns  Hopkins  University 

Provide  opportunities  for  50  percent  of  parents  to  become 
partners  in  the  educational  process  through  involvement  in 
planning  the  instructional  program  and  working  with  staff 
in  school  activities 

Compensatory  Education 

Provide  funds  and  technical  assistance  for  Fedeprally  and 
State-funded  Compensatory  Education  programs  for  50,000  or 
more  children  in  the  24 'local  school  districts  of  Maryland 
Ensure  without  displacement  of  standard  support  that  all  Federal 
funds  allocated  to  Local  Education  Agencies/under  Title  I  of  the 
Federal  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  Acts  are  utilized  to 
provide  educational  services  for  eligible  disadvantaged  students 
implement  up  to  four  programs   (400  students)   of  vocational  work 
study  for  disadvantaged  students 
4.     implement  vocational  programs  for  350  disadvantaged  students 
in  trades  and  industry^^business  and  office,  cooperative 

education,  and  health 
5      Allocate  funds  according  to  formula  to  pommunity  colleges  to 
provide  12  post-secondary  occupational  programs  for  1,200  out- 
of-school  and  secondary  students 

6.  Allocate  formula  funds  to  provid^  28b  a*ult  vocational  programs 
to  serve  23,000  students 

7.  implement  eight  training  programs  for  personnel. employed  in .  • 

State  industry 

8.  implement  three  new  adult  vocational  educational  courses  to 
serve  60  disadvantaged  adults  ^ 

> 
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s  correctional  institutions 
10.  Ensure  that  school,  .elected  in  each  loc.al  .chool  distri'ct  ' 

he    i::::  '""^  -"^^^  ^^"^  ^  "te„.a„ce  a.eas  h  :  ' 

tne  highest  concentration  of  children  fr-r.^  i  ^vmg. 
and  further    that  i-ho    k-h/  low^income  families, 

r--  a.  :.rit":.::t"ruT::^^^^^^^^ 

/  Pedprai   1=,.      J  ^cpxxvea,  as  required  by 

/    J?eaeral  law  and  regulations 

11.  Develop  in  cooperation  with  local  edn.^.^,- 

cedure  fnr-  =  education  agencies  a  pro- 

advantaged  '  entified  as  educationally  dis- 

12.  Provide  a  model  for  the  infr.™i  ^-  . 

,  deficiencies  for  uset     "  escl,.  "^''"^  ' 

/in  rea.i„,  each  partC"  n    i    !  Cor'  \ 

program  -cipant  m  a  Compensatory  Education 

13.  Establish  a  resour<je  ban.  of  local  education  agency  personnel 
who  can  provide  technical  a==i.t-.         ■  >        "  l"2rsonnel 

14.  Train- 200  parent,  I    T    ^""'^^"'^^  "  Compehsatory  Education  • 

parents  in  the  operation  of  district-wide  parent 
advisory  councils  Parent 

15.  Publish  a  resource  handbook  for  parents  that  will  provide 

i::::::: rhoT"'^ ^  ---- 

:  =an\e"-  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

the  U.S.  Office  nf  Pri„^=^-  "yrams,  tor  submission  to 

urtice  of  Education  as  required  by  federal  rom,i=^- 
and  to  the  lorai  reaerai  regulations 

and  failuLi         ^^^^^^^^^^  ^^--es  so  that  program  successes 
and  failures  may  be  used  to  improve  Compensatory  Education 
programs  during  Fiscal  Year  1976  i^-clucation 

17.  Prepare  a  plan  for  implementing  the  State  Compensatory 
.        Education  program  authorized  by  Chapter  7A  of  the  PubLc 
School  Laws  of  Maryland  '  ^ud±ic 
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,18.  Review  the  Baltimore  City  Density  Aid    program  to  ensure 

compliance  with  the  State  regulations  pertaining  to  section 
128B  of  the  Public  School  Laws  of  Maryland 


Pupil.  Services 

l/'.  Implement  model  guidance  demonstration  projects  in  four  regions 

of  the  State         .  ' 

2.  Train/100  Maryland  educators  in  the  use  of  the  Socio-Psychologica 

Approach  to  Drug  Abuse  curriculum 

3.  Encourage  expansion  of  student  involvement  in  the  educative 
process  thi^ough  passage  of  a  State  Board  Bylaw  on  Student 
Responsibilities  and  Rights  and  the  development  of  24  local 
documents  on  Students'   Rights  and  Respohsibilities 

4.  Encourage  expansion  of  student  involvement  in  the  educative 
process  so  that  there  are   (a)   an  increase  of  25  percent  in 
membership  in  the  Maryland  Association  of  Student  Councils, 
and   (b)   a  25  percent  increase  in  the  number  of  students  on 
State  Committees.  " 

5.  Encourage  inservice  program  development  sKiUs  of  LEA  pupil 

service  supervisors 

6.  Provide  2  00  counselors  and  other  pupil  services . practitioners 

with  skills  in  counseling  youth  with  drug-associated  problems 

7       Increase  skills  in  career  guidance  and  placement  for  45| 

i  ' 

western  Maryland  counselors 


Adull^  Education 
1. 


\ 


t  Ed 

r  - 

Increase  enrollment  in  the  Adult  General  Education  program  by 
15  percent,-  from  98,000  to  112,000  participants 
2.     Design  credit  courses  in  adult  education  to  be  offered  in  six 
higher  education  institutions  in  consortia  with  local  education 
agencies,  colleges  and  universities  _ 
Increase  the  number  of  Local  Educatioii  Agency  Adult  Learning 
Centers  to  fifteen  , 

r-  o  ' 
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3. 
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4.     Increase  by  20  percent  the  number  af^ndustrial  sites  or 
/agericies  which  co-sponsor  adult '  continuing  education  pro- 
/      grams  for  employees 

Innovative  Programs 

1.  Provide  Federal  funds  through  competitive  proposal  evaluation 
to  develop  innovative  and/6r  exemplary  programs  in  local  school 
systems  m  the  areas  of  critical  educational  priority  established 
by  the  State  Board  of  Education  in  1972;  i.e.,  human  relations 
reading^,  early  childhood  education,"  career  education,  and 

'  improved  teacher  preparation 

2.  Assist  each_LEA  in  which 'a  Federal  Title   hi  proposal  has  been 
funded  to  impleme-rrt  the  proposal  effectively ,  particularly  in 
the  areas  of  evaluation  and  fiscal  accountability 
Identify  worthy  innovative  proposals  prepared  by  local  school^ 
systems  for  possible  State  funding" support .     Monitor  approved 
projects  and  disseminiate  information  about  successful  activities' 
among  all  local  school  systems  .  " 

Coor.dination  of  Services 

1.  Conduct  monthly  meetings  of  Regional  Coordination  Committees  to  " 
exchange  information  on^ regional  and  State  programs,  interests, 
needs  and  concerns 

2.  Collect,   analyze,  and  communi-cate  informational  da.ta  regarding, 
educational  programs,   in  order  to  define  and  interpret  the 
needs  of  the  regions  and  local  school  systems  and  to  plan  ' 
appropriate  actions 

3.  Coordinate  personnel,  finances- and  staff  development  activities 
to  support  educaftional  programs,  in  order  to  eliminate  duplica- 
tion of  effort  and  to  ensure  the  convergence  of  resources  ' 
Coordinate  information  and  services  of  the  Department  in  response 
to  specific  requests  made  by  local  school  systems 
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♦Career  Education  \ 

'  ~    '  ^  ■    .,  .  "  ••' 

1.  Provide  skill  in  career  education  program  development  for  65 
teachers  and  administrators  in  southern  Maryland,  as  measured 

•    .    by  post-training  instriiments  » 

2.  Provide  100  percent  of  the  students  in  three  high  schools  in 
southern  Maryland  with  access  to' a  comprehend i\^e  career 

'jLnf orraation  system  ~  ■  , 

3.  'Make  .available  car^ef  tesource  notebooks   and  foreign  language 
iarochures  to  all  LEA-^tlff  resporisible  for  career  education 

2.3  Support  Activity^  Objectives 


J- 


Accountability 

  , 

.1.    -complete  the,  dissemination  of  the  Maryland  Accountability    •  • 
Report  to  the  Goyemor  and  all  members  of  the  General 
Assembly  by  January  15,  1975      ,  '  / 

2.     Refine  the  operation  of  the  Maryland  Accountability  Assessment 
Program  (mAaP)  on  the  basis  of  the  evaluation  of  the  ^Spring 
1974  assessment  experience  .  • 

Replicate  Maryland  Accountability  Assessment  Program  (-MAAP)  in 
Spring  of  .1975.         ^  .  ' 

Develop  or  identify  additi^onal  instruments  in  mathematics  -and 
other  critical  areas,  i£  funds  are  approved 


3. 


4. 


Account 


1.     Increase  the  information  and  timeliness^ of  accounting  reports 
to  the  Department  by  modifying  the  present  program-oriented 
information  system  to  include  accounting  for  prior-year 
expenditure^*  .  '  ■ 


2.  .improve  procedure  for  paying  invoices  by  developing  a  program 
,  for  computer  processing  of  transmittals  to  the  Comptroller's 
"   Office- ,  ' 


.Accreditation  of  Institutions  of  Higher  Educati 


ion 


Ensure,  that  Maryland  colleges  and  universities^  compl^-wi\h 
standards  established  by  the  State  Board  of -Education 
Publish  a  listing  of  State-accredited  Maryland  colleges  anc 
universities 


3.     Develop  a  plan  for  the  evaluation    of  competency ^based  teather 
education  programs  ^ 

Auditing 

1.     Expand  auditing  function  to  include  State  aid  programs ^ not 
now  under  audit  and  assist  in.  improvement  of  departmental 
and  local  policies  and  procedures 

Automaticl  Data  Processing  '  ' 

1.  Operate  20  ADP  applications,  producing  agreed-upon  reports 
according  to  schedule 

2.  ,  Complete  the  redesign  of  six  major  ADP  applications  ' 

3.  Develop  agreed-upon,  FY  1975  assessment  data  processing  system 
for  Maryland  Accountability  Program 

Budget  and  Fiscal  Planning 

1.     Present  fiscal  1976  budgets  to  the  Department  of  Budget  and  * 

Fiscal  Planning  by  September  1,  1974 
.2.     Develop  computer  -model  for  State  aid  and  School  finance  data  ' 
3.     Train  local  budget  and  finance  officers  in  the  use  of  new  pro- 
•  gram  financial  reporting  methods;   conditional  on  State  Board 
approval  of  additional  section  of  the  Maryland  Financial 
Reporting  Manual 
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Certification,  of  Educational  Personnel 

1.     provide  an  average  of  three  weeks  - tu^n- around  time  in  the ^ 
evaluation  of  credentials  and  determination  of  certification 
status  for  all  applicants  for  the  Maryland  teaching  certificate 

Management  Information  Services 

■  j         •  . 

1.  :;Pr6-auce  long-ran^e  design  for  MSDE  information  systems  development 

2.  Produce  project  plan  for  the  current  and  near  future^ portions  of 
the  long-range  design  and  of  the  local-State-Federal^ plan     ^  j 

.3.     Provide  satisfactory  continuing  internal  services  and  consufta- 
^:  tion,  internal  and  external  information  system  liaison 

Planning  .  » 

1  Devdop  long-range  plans  for  the  Department  which  are  consistent 
with  requirements  of  the  Executive  and  Legislative  branches  of 

State  Government  ' 

2  Train  special  educational  services  personnel  from  the  MSDE, 
each  county,  Baltimore  City ,  and'  certain  State  hospitals  in 
the  use  of  a  long-range  planning  and  evaluation  model,  with 

■     emphasis  on  those  skills  necessary  for  preparation  of  the  five 

year  plans  required  by  law  .  "  • 

3  Provide  the  technical  planning  assistance  required  by  MSDE  and 
local  school  system  special  educational  services  personnel  to 
complete  five  year  plans  as  scheduled 

4  Train  selected  personnel  from  each  MSDE  organizational  unit 
in  the  use  of  a  long-range  planning  and  evaluation  model  with 
emphasis  on  those  skills  /equired  to  complete  one  and  five 
year  plans  for  the  Department 

5  Provide  for  each  local  system  requesting  such  service  a  program 
.  to  train  two  staff  members  to  train , cither  LEA  personnel  m  the 

use  of  a  basic  planning  and  evaljuation  model 
6.     coordinate  MSDE  planT^ing  activities  with  those  of  other  State 
agencies  having  common  goals-  and  objectives 
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Personnel  Services 


1. 


Review  all  professional  personnel  records,  request  transcripts 
of  employment  records  from  other  agencies  where  necessary,  and 
initiate  requests  to  the  Department  of  Personnel  for  revision 
of  entrance-on-duty  dates,  where  appropriate,   for  establishing 
eligibility  for  service  credit  and  related  sick  and  annual 
leave  benefits,   as  provided  in  latest  revisions  of  the  law 

2.  Prepare  data  cards  including  information  on  race,  sex,  salary 
job  assignment,  and  job  location  for  all  employees,   in  compliance 
with  Federal  law 

3.  Complete  review  of "all  merit  system  positions  to  verify  appro- 
priate classification 

4.  Hold  vacancy  rate  to  a  level  of  four  percent 

Publications 

1.     Publish  by  deadline  the  Laws,  Directory  of  Public  Education, 
as  well  as'  curriculum  guides,  special  information  brochures 
and  other  printed  materials  needed  by  the  Department 


Research  and  Evaluation 

1.  Provide  consultative  services  to  elements  of  State  and  Local 
Education  administrations  in  research  and  evaluation,  to  the 
limits  of  available  resources 

2.  Develop  assessment  component  of.  the  Maryland  Accountability 
Program 

3.  Publish  "Review  of ' Educational  Research" 

4.  Develop  survey  forms  to  gather  data  from  local  school  systems 
to  comply  with  Federal  regulations  relating  to  Title  1  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  Act. 
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School  Construction 

1     -Advise  and  assist  in  the  preparation  of  educational  specifica- 
tions on  6Q  percent  of  projects  approved  for  State  funding,  using 
a  team  consisting  of  an  education  consultant,  architect,  and 
equipment  specialist  or  Staff  personnel,-  and  participate  in 
the  review  of  schematic  designs  for  90  percent  of  State-funded 
projects 

2.  improve  planning  skills  of  all  local  facilities  planners  through 
a  Statewide  conference  followed  by-  a  series  of  seminars 

3.  Develop  an  evaluating  instrument  to  measure  how  well  school 
facilities  in  use  respond  to  environment  envisioned  at  the  time 
of  design 

Statistical  Services 

1.  publish  Facts  About  Ma^y^  ^'^  ^^^^^^  Education,  Annual  Statistical 
Review,  and  Federal  Program  Expenditures  . 

2.  ;;^e  consultative  services  to  elements,  of  ^.e  MSDE  in  statis- 
tical services,  including  forms  administration 

3.  Administer  pupil,   staff,   financial  and  t^ax^ortation  statistical 
information  systems 

4.  complete  statistical  reports  required  by  the  Federal  government 
and  the  National  Education  Association 

5.  complete  recurring  statistical  publications    (enrollment,  staff, 
finance,   salary  schedules.) 


2.4  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Objectives 

Eligible  disabled  persons  in  Maryland  constitute  3.2  percent 
of  the  total  population.     Additionally,   the  incidence  of  newly  dis- 
abled occurs  at  an  annual  rate  of  0.003  percent.'   The  1975  population 
of  Maryland  is  estimated  at  4,247,800  and  the  total  eligible  dxs- 
-abled  including  those  newly  disabled  is  determined  to  be  137,400. 
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The  Divi^n  provides  services  to  the  disabled  under 
three  distinct  categories:  a)   general  and  special  rehabilitation 
programs,     b)   the  Disability  Detenoination  Program,  and  c)  the 
Maryland  Rehabilitation  Center.. 

•    .        ^)     General  and  Special  RehabiJ.itation 

1.  TO.  serve  39,520  disabled  and  rehabilitate  8,342  under  Section 
110  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973 

2.  ■  To  serve  2^  and  rehabilitate  300  persons  under  the  Beneficiary 

Rehabilitation  Program 

3.  To- serve  900  and  rehabili tatT^OO  persons  under  the  Supplemental 
Security  Income 

4.  TO  serve  an  additional  3,105  persons  under  other  programs  and 
rehabilitate  50^  of  this  number 

5.  *  TO  concentrate  on  serving  22,000  Severely  disabled  citizens  and 

rehabilitating  3, 400 

6.  *  TO  serve  10,600  of  the  Public  Assistance  recipients  and 

rehabilitate  1,900  of  them 

b)  Disability  Determination 

1.  .TO  adjudicate  42,000  disability  determinations  to  assess  indi- 

viduals'  insurance  entitlement  under  provisions  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  amendments  of  1972 

2.  TO  refer  cases  to  the  Division  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
for  vocational  rehabilitation  services 

c)  Maryland  Rehabilitation  Center 

1.  TO  admit  for  rehabilitation  services  and  serve  1,050  clients 

2.  To  achieve  a  daily  census  of  300  clients 

3.  To  serve  75  spinal  cord  injured  persons 

4.  To  provide  evaluation  for  500  disabled  persons 

5.  To  provide  training  for55£  disabled  persons. 

CO 
2-18 


Chapter  3         accountability  information:    state -LEV| 


3.1  statement  of  State  Goals 

For  many  year^-previous  to  the  accountability  movement, 
the  goals  of  education  were  implied  but  seldom  specified.  Obviously, 
mastery  of  the  ba^ic  skills  for  literacy  has  always  been  a  goal, 
but  many  other  areas  of  concern  to  citizens  and  educators  have  not 
c6nsistently  had  goals  clearly  identified.;'  The  Maryland  Educational 
Accountability  Act  calls  for  goals  and  objectives  to  be  specified 
on  the  State,  the  local  school  system,  and  the  individual  school 
levels.     Befdre  measurable  objectives  can  be  written,  the  more 
general  goals  of  education  must  be  determined. 

The  State  Plan  for  Educational  Accountability  aj3opted 
by  the  State  Board  of  Education  called  for  the ' recommendation ,  by 
June,   1973,  of  State  goals  in  education,   to  be  formulated  by  the  • 
State  Advisory  Committer  on  Accountability.     Previously,  a  state- 
wide needs  assessment  study  had  been  conducted  to  determine  what ^ 
general  goals  the  pubMc  at  •  large  had  for  ^public  education  in 
Maryland.     In  addition,  the  State  Advisory  Committee  worked  inten- 
sively with  three  goals  committees.     These  goals  committees  in. 
reading,  writing,   and  mathematics  were  composed  of  curriculum  . 
specialists  in  the  three  basic  skills.     Together  they  drafted, 
redrafted,   and  finally  agreed  upon  the  following  Statewide  Goals 
in  Reading,  Writing,  and.  Mathematics ,  which  were  recommended  to, 
and  approved  by,  the  State  Board  of  Education. 


Gl 


3.1.1  ' 


Uppr^veg  "^-^  and  Lthe.atio. 


Students  in  the  public  school  systems  of  Maryland,  upon 
completion  of  programs  in  reading,  writing  and  mathematics 
established  by  the  local  school,   should  achieve  at  least  a  minimum 
level  of  skills  and-  should  be  able  to  use  these  skills  in  everyday 
life.  '  - 


3- 1*2  Goals  in  Readi 


ng 


ives 


Each  Maryland  student  who  has  achieved  the  object 
for  reading  established  by  the  local  school,'  sh6uld: 

UTILIZE  A  VARIETY  OF  READING  MATERIALS 

In  this  goal,  a  student  identifies  his  own  purposes 
for  using  reading  materials,   and  from  a  wide  variety  of  available 
materials,   selects  those  which  ar'?  suitable  xV  level  of  difficulty 
and  in  content.    .Such  mat'erials  include  both  plint   (e.g.,  books 
newspapers,  periodicals,  vertical  files,,  docun/ents)    and  non-print 
(e.g.,   films,  records,   transparencies,  maps,  globes,  charts). 

2-  USE  A  WORD  RECOGNITION  SYSTEM 

^      '  The  achievement  of  this  goal  enables  a  student  to 

perform  two  tasks  which  are  basic  to  success  in  reading.     First  he 
knows  and  can  apply  a  system  for  recognizing  unfamiliar  words. 
Secondly,  he  can  instantaneously  and  simultaneously  pronounce 
words  and  determine  their  meaning  in  a  particular  context.  Such 
a  system  includes  the  use  of  the  necessary  picture,  context, 
structural,  phonic,  and  authority   (i.e.,  glossary,  dictionary)  clues 
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3.  COMPREHEND  VARIOUS  READING  MATERIALS 

To  accomplish  this  goal,  the  student  must  think 
literally,  critically,  and  creatively  about. .the  intent  of  the 
conmiunication.     Thus,  the  student  must  develop  a  method  for  using 
the  pattern  of  thought  in  the  message  in  order  to  understand  the 
meaning  and  to  'draw  inferences.     In  this  process,  he  uses  his  own 
experiences  and  knowledge  about  the  content  to  ask  a  variety  of 
questions  and  to  fin^  suitable  answers  to  these. 

4^  'MEET  THE  READING  DEMANDS  FOR  FlJNCTIONING  IN  SOCIETY 

This  goal  prepares  the  student  to  survive  in  society 
by  helping  him  to  cope  with  everyday  reading  experiences  (i.e.,  ^ 
following  directions,  locating  references,  gaining  information, 
understanding  forms,  and  attaining  personal  development).  Since 
it  establishes  minimum  performance  level  for  students,  this  goal 
is  of  prime  importance. 


5.  SELECT  READING  AS  A  PERSONAL  ACTIVITY 

The  essence  of  this  goal  is  the  student's  personal 
enjoyment  and  appreciation  of  the  reading  process  whereby  he  'can  , 
and  does  read.     The  development  of  such  a  positive  attitude  must 
not  be  left  to  chance,  but  instead  it  must  include  the  continudils 
building  of  reading  interest,  desire,  and  habit  as  an  integral 
part  of  all  reading  instruction  throughout  the  State. 
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3«1'3  Goals  in  Writing 

—  -a.  ^  . 

Each  Maryland  student  who' has  achieved  the  objectives 
for  writing  established  by  the  local  school,  should: 

1.  USE  THE  WRITING  PROCESS  TO  COMMUNICATE  PERSONAL  FEELINGS 

AND  IDEAS,  OBS^yiNG  ACCEPTED  CONVENTIONS  OF  WRITING 


The  essential  feature  of  this  goal  i^  free  ^expression. 
^  The  student  has  something  personal  he  wants  to  express  for  his  own 
use  or  to  coiranunicate  to  others.'    Accepted  conventions  of  writing 
include  items  like  spelling,  grammar,  usage,  and  sentence  structure, 
which  are  generally  accepted  as  correct:  by  society. 

^'  "SE  THE  WRITING  PROCESS  TO  RESPOND, TO  THE  DEMANDS  AND 

OF  SOC^f?^  OF  SOCIETY,   OBSERVING  ACCEPTED  CONVENTIONS 

In  this  goal^   the  student  responds  because  he  has  been 
•asked  to  write  or  because  he  finds  himself  in  a.  situation  that 
requires  him  to  write.     This  would  include  social  correspondence, 
business  transactions,  and  scholastic ^writing.  Organization, 
development,  and  form  of  writing  would  be  important  as  well  as  the, 
mechanics  of  writing. 


3._  VALUE  WRITING  FOR  PERSONAL  ANl^OCIAL  iIeASONS 

This  goal  focuses  upon  attitudes  about  writing  and 
upon  typical  writing  behavior.     The  student  recognizes  the  value^ 
of  writing  in  his  own  daily  life  and  for  society  in  general,  is 
willing  to  write  in  response  to  impulse  or  requirement,  and  gets  ' 
satisfaction  from  writing  something  well. 


b'l 
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3 .it 4  Goals  in  Mathematics 

-  e 

Each  Maryland  student  who  has  achieved  the  objectives 
for  Mathematics  established  by  the  local  school,  should: 

1.  RECALL  AND/OR  RECOGNIZE  MATHEMATICAL  DEFINITIONS,  FACTS^ 
AND  SYMBOLS 

These  are  the  simplest  of  mathematical  tasks  but  are  an 
essential  aspect  of  achievement.     The  level  of  difficulty  in  this 
category  will  depend  more  on  exposure  to  the  material  and  on  memory 
than  on  developed  skill.  ^ 

2.  PERFORM  MATHEMATICAL  MANIPULATICfNS 

; 

The  tasks  in  this  category  require  the  individual  to 
carry  out  single  operations  and  procedures   (or  sequences^ of  these) 
that  have  been  previously  learned  and  are  specif ically ^requested. 
Such  tasks  will  reqiiire  developed  skill  but  will  not  require  any 
decision  as  to  which  process  or  sequence  of  processes  is  needed 
(e.g.,  algorithm).     It  is  in  this  category  that  all  straightf o^S/ard* 
computation  is  included  from  simple  addition  to  operations  with 
complex  numbers;   it  also  includes  solution  of  equations,  evaluation 
of  functions,  etc.     In  any  case  the  tasks  the  individual  is  required 
.o  perform  involve  only  the  rote  application  of  learned  techniques. 


3.  UNDERSTAND  MATHEMATICAL  CONCjEPTS  AND  PROCESSES 

In  this  category  the  individual  will  perform  tasks  which 
include  the  following  possible  kinds  of  translations  within  a 
mathematical  context:  ^c**^. 

•  Verbal  to  mathematical   (e.g.,  Wjprds  to  symbols) 

•  Mathematical  to  verbal   (e.g.,  symbols  to  words) 


t 
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Mathematical  to  mathematical  (e.g.,.  translating 
from  one  kind  of  representation^  to  another  like 
an  equation  to  a  gr;aph  of  the  equation) 

Mathematical  to  physical   (e.g.,  use  of  charts 
to  explain  fractions) 

Physical  to  mathematical   (e.g.,  developing  ^ 
formulas  for  physical) 

Verbal  to  verbal   (e.g.,  explanation) 

1 


4*  SOLVE  SPECIFIC  MATHEMATICAL  PROBLEMS 

This  category  requires  the  individual  to  demonstrate 
the  ability  to  select -knowledge ,  skills,  information,  and  techniques 
neided  to  solve  a  particular  problem  and  to  apply  such  background 
in  actually  solving  the  problem. 

* 

Included  will  be  tasks  ranging  from  routine  to 
unfamiliar,  from  specific  to  abtract,  and  fi;om  those  whose 
solutions  are  straightforward  to  those  which  require  ingenuity  and 
insight.  ^  '"X 

Included  will  be  much  of  the  consumer  mathematics 
used  by  the  majority  of  adults.     Also  included  will  be  the  ability 
to  follow  a  proof,  find  a  flaw  in  a  proof,  construct  a  deductive 
proof    (as  in  a  geometry  problem) . 

The  common  characteristic  of  tasks  in  this  category  will 
be  that  they  require  the  individual  to  analyze  a  problem  and  deterhine 
a  sequence  of  steps  which  will  lead  to  a  clearly  specified  outcome 
(whether  the  outcome  is  finding  the  cost  of  a  purchase  or  proving 
a  theorem) . 


CG 
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5..  USE  MATHEMATICAL  REASONING  AND  PROCESSES  TO  MEET  PERSONAL 

AND  SOCIETAL  NEEDS 

■    (       ■    ■  ■   ■  .    ■     ,      '  . 

This  category  is  a  combination  of  those  mathematical 
abilities  which  are  open-ended  and  which  require  the  use  of 
mathematical  techniques  and  patterns  of  thought  in  .an  independent 
and  constructive  way. 

Tasks  in  this  category  require  the  ability  to  transfer 
and  utilize  knowledge  in  new  situations,  to  recognize  patterns, 
to  draw  conclusions  from  given  data,  to  plan  for  the  future  on  the 
basis  of  present  information,  and  to  use  mathematical  reasoning 
to  make  optimum  decisions. 

'  Tasks  in  this  category  also  include  the  ability  to  • 

recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem,  to  state  it  formally,  t<| 
formulate  hypotheses,  and  to  ascertain  if  the  problem  has  a  unique 
solution.     Making  judgments  about  the  sufficiency  of  conditions 
and  the  determination  of  the  minimum  conditions  necessary  for  proof,  Jf- 
^  the  disproof  of  the  hypotheses  by  counterexample;  and  pr9of  by 
induction  all  come  under  this  heading. 

6.  APPRECIATE  AND  USE*  MATHEMATICS 

1 

A.       RECOGNIZE  THE  IMPORTANCE  AND  RELEVANCE  OF 

MATHEMATICS  TO  THE  INDIVIDUAL  AND  TO  SOCIETY. 

This  goal  does  not  necessarily  involve  enjoyment  of 
mathematics  or  participation  in  the  development  of  ideas,  but  rather 
it  focuses  on  the ' acceptance  of'  mathematics  as  being  worthwhile  — 
i.e.,  the  individual  recognizes  that  mathematics  is  necessary  whether 
or  not  he  uses  it  or  enjoys  studying'  it.     For  example,  the 
individual  should  recognize  the  contribution  that  mathematics  has 
•   m^ade  to  the  progress  of  civilization,  especially  in  the  sciences. 
There  should  also  be  appreciation  of  the  elegance,  economy,  and 
"techniques  of  mathematics. 

/ 
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,      3.       ENJOY  MATHEMATICS.  '  * 

Emphasis  should  be  placed  on  the  enjoyment  involved  in 
acquiring^  a  knowledge  o£|jnathematics  and  in  the  satisfaction  gained 
from  using  it  rather  than  on  the  amoiint  that  is  learned.  Similarly, 
it  is  hoped, that  the  individual  wQuld  not  dislike  or  fear  mathematics 

C.  USE  THE  CONTENT  AND  TECHNIQUES  OF  MATHEMATICS. 

When  the  mathematics  is  relevant  and  appropriate, 
individuals  should  use  what  they  have  learned. 

D.  PARTICIPATE  IN  THE  LEARNING  OF  MATHEMATICS  BEYOND 
THAT  WHICH  IS  MERELY  REQUIRED  AND  "ACTIVELY  SEEK 
TO  FURTHER  PERSONAL  DEVELOPMENT  IN  THE'  AREA  OF 
MATHEMATICS. 

Trie  goal, relates  to  the  individual's  development  of  a 
curiosity  ab6ut  mathematics  as  well  as  a  readiness  t(^  engage  in 
activities  ifi  this  area   (i.e.,  independent  of  school  and/o^^  job"" 
assignments).     In  contrast  tfo  the  objectives  in  other  categories, 
independent  action  rather  than  reaction  i^stressed.     This  goal 
emphasizes  that  the  individual  should  Actively  seek  participation  ' ' 
and  further  developfnent  of  his  skills  in  mathematics.     This  is 
opposed  to  merely  passing  judgment  or  usifig  the  principles '  learned 
when  this  was  required. 

>.  Off     ■  .  -.' 
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3.2  .   •  Accountability  Data,  State-Level 


3.2.1  ^  Introduction 


•    "         On  the ^ following  pages  will  be  found  data  relative  to 
the  results  ofj^he  assessment  .component  of  the.  Maryland  Educa'tional 
Accountability  Program.     These  data  provide  base  line  inforir/ation  « 
useful  for  comparison  with  reports  in  subsequent  years.     They  are 
presented  to  show  certain  current  levels  of   (1)   selected  community 
characteristics;    (2)   selected  school  characteristics;  and  (3) 
selected  areas  of  pupil  ability  and  academic  achievement.  , 


Additional  State-level  information  'rela>ed  to  the 
effectiveness  of  Maryland  public  schools  iS  provided  in  Appendix        '  * 
Complementary  State-L^el,  Data.     Thi?  Appendix  furnishes  illustrative 
information  from: 

•  the  Maryland  Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery  Test  > 

•  the  College  Entrance  Examination  Board  (CEEB) 

.    Admission  Testing  Program,  ±n  which  many  Maryland 
^  college-bound  studerfts  participated 

•  the  Maryland  High  School  Graduate  FollDW-Up  Study, 
1973,  for  students  who  had > been  graduated  in  the 
Spring  197  3.  '  ^  ' 


3.2.2  Definitions  of  Ter^ms,  Descriptions  of  Table  Formats, 

j  Data  Sources  >  1 

The  assessment  'procedures  a3;id  descriptions  of  table 
formats  are  presented  as  Appendix  A,  Assessment'  Procedures  Used 


GO 
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in  the  Acronm-ability  Prograrr,.  which  can  be  consulted  as  the  need 
arises.    This  Appendix,  written  so  that  the  interested  citizen  can 
use  it,  provides:  • 

^ponen^  °^  ""^^  instruments  used  in ,  the.  assessment 

Ltions  of  terms  presented  in  the  various  tables 
descriptions  of  €he  various  table,  fprmats 
the  sources  of  data  presented  in  the  tables. 


3-2.3  Order  nf  Tables 


In  presenting  State-level  (as  well  as  local  school  system- 
and  individual  sch6ol-level)   accountability  ,data,   it  is  heuristic 


to  describe  first  the  Community  and  Public  .gnhnm  p^sources  Prnfn.. 
whi^ch /p — ^— 'J--   •    -  ^  ' 

relateVj^o  student  performahce  on  ability  and  achievement  teiti'. 
Placed  fi^rst;  on  the  left-hand  page,   this  Profile  can  be  used  by 
the  reader  as  a  reference  source  of  -essential  background  information 
When  examining  the  succeeding  tables  on  the  nonverbal  ability  and 
academic  achievement  test  results  of  this  assessment  component^ 

state-level  >ccou^.tability  assessment  data,  thus.,  are 
presented  in  the  following  tables:  '  " 

■    I       '  ■ 

Table  1.    -conununity  and  Public'  School  Resources 
"  Profile 

Table  2:     Nonverbal  Ability   (Aver'age  Standard  Age 

bcore)   and  Academic  Achievement   (Average  • 
Grade  Equivalence) ,  by  Skill  Areas 


/ 
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STATE  OF  MARYLAND 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL /ffESOURCES  PROFILE* 


*•  COHHUNITY'CHARACTERISTir-;' 


ERIC 


(1) 

.  (2)  * 

.  (3) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

M  ED-IAN 
•FAMILY 
\  INCOME 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

3»922,391 

Sll»063 

20,6 

1%) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  or'  older 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  -LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS  ' 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

12.1 

12.1 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS    (aS  OF  SEPTEMBER.  J973) 


(6) 

(7) 

(6) 

(9) 

(10) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

911»097 

Sll»164 

S19,079 

9.7 

20.1 

(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASJERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13J 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

24.5 

19.6 

92.3 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14). 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
PER  PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

S996.ll 

S742.29 

74.7 

S26.91 

(16) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  ^ 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

•    PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.7 

S10.27  1 

..0 

*SEE  APPENDIX  A  POR  DEFINITION  OF  TERHS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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STATE  OF  MARYLAND 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
.  BY  SKI LL  AREAS 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 

* 

GRADE 

(2  ) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
b  T  AN  UARU 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS  )  T 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(  SD) 

(7) 

A WFD  AC F 

GRADE 
'  .  EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)++ 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
{  SD ) 

(1) 

3 

69033 

93.56 

889 

9^.6 

16^94 

3.52 

1.20 

VOCABULARY 

5 

72335 

94.2  5 

866 

100.8 

16.66 

5.25 

1.63 

7 

75648 

88.16 

232 

101.1 

16.95 

6.91 

1.99 

9 

71293 

'  86.34 

224 

102.2 

16.97 

8.60 

2.12 

(2) 

READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 

3 

69033 

93.72 

889 

99.6 

16.94 

3.57 

1.29 

5 

72335 

94.28 

866 

100.8 

16.66        {  5.31 

,  ,  

1.55^ 

7 

75648 

88.23 

232 

lOl.'l 

«16«95        1  6.93 

1.84 

9 

71293 

86  .96 

224 

! 

102.2       !         16.97  8.42 

2.06 

(  3) 

SPELL  I NG 

 1  

3               ■  69033 

 , 

93. 59  ' 

889 

99»6 

16.94           *  4.06 

 !   ' 

1.42 

5               I  72335 

94.34 

866 

100.8 

16.66        1  5.56 

1.79 

7 

75648 

88.15 

232 

101.1 

16.95 

7.06 

2.17 

1  

9 

71293 

86.11 

224 

102.2 

16.97  * 

8.  56 

2.32 

(^) 

CAPI TAL- 
I  ZAT ION 

3 

69033 

93.60 

889 

99.6 

16.94 

3.  90 

1.35 

5 

72335 

94.3  5 

866 

100.8 

16.66 

5.51 

1.70 

7 

^  75648 

88.07 

232 

101.1 

16.95 

7.09 

^.10 

9 

71293 

86.01  - 

224 

102.2 

16.97 

8.62 

2.33 

3 

69033 

93.53 

889 

99.6 

16.94 

3.97 

1.44 

j  PUNCTUATION 

5 

72^35 

94.32 

866 

100.8 

16.66 

5.48 

1.67 

7 

75648 

87.99 

232 

101.1 

16.95 

6.92 

2.08 

1 

9 

71293 

85.92 

224 

102.2 

16.97 

8.40 

2.30 

♦  AS  OF   9/30/73»   ADJUSTED  TO   INCLUDE   NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUMBER   STUDENTS   TESTED  SPRING,    1^74  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER   ENROLLED  9/30/73,    EXPRFSSEP  AS   A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE    (SAS)    DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE   ABILITIES   TEST.   NONVERBAL  BATTERYT"  FORM   L.    1971  EDITION. 
THE   MEANS    FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  T.ROUP   FOR  T.RADES   3,   5,    7,    ANT)   9   ARE  lOOJ    NATIONAL   SD  -  16. 

++  GRADE   EQUIVALENCE    ( GE )    DERIVED   FROM   IOWA   TESTS   OF   BASIC    SKILLS,    FORM  5,    1971  EDITION.      THE   MEANS    IN  TMF 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP   FOR   GRADES    3,    5,    7,    AND  9  ARE   APPROXIMATELY   3.7,    5.7,    7.7,   ^.4,   VAR^'ING  SLIGHTLY 
FOR   EACH  SKILL  AREA. 
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STATE  OF  MARYLAND 


TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCHRFl 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUiSaLENGE)! 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(  1 ) 
GRADE 

(2  } 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ♦ 

(3) 

« 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS  ' 
TESTED  *♦ 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(  SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE  )  +  + 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD  ) 

(6) 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

3 

69033 

93.59 

889 

99.6 

16 . 94 

3.73 

1.40 

5 

72335 

94.3  3 

866 

100.8 

16.66 

5.39 

1.75 

1  7 

75648 

88.03 

232 

 k  

101.1 

16.95 

7.05 

2.09 

9 

7aZ9  3 

86.04 

224 

102.2 

16.97 

•  .*39 

2.33 

(7  ) 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

69033 

93.12 

'99.6 

^6.94 

3.93 

1.Z3 

5 

T2335 

94.08 

866 

100.^8 

16.66 

5.50 

1.53 

7 

75648 

87.09 

101.1 

16.95 

7.05 

1«86 

9 

71293 

84.4  5 

224            j  102.2 

16.97 

8.52 

2.05 

t  8  ) 

MATHEMA  T ICAL 
CONCEPTS 

f 

3 

69033 

93.65 

889             i  99.6 

16.94 

3.62 

1.05 

5 

72335 

94.41 

866             ^            100.8       '  16.66 

5.62 

1.51 

7 

75648 

88.00 

~  ■  ■  !  

232                        101.1  16.95 

7.32 

1.80 

9 

71293 

96.47 

 ^  . 

22'»                  '      102.2  16.97 

8.86 

1.99 

{<)) 

3 

69033 

93.58 

 .  ^  i  ^ 

889                           99.6  16.94 

3.57 

1.11 

MATHEMA  TICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

72335 

94.40 

■  ■  •  ■  -t—  •  

866                         100.8       1  16.66 

 '  ^  1-  — i  

5.40 

1.38 

7 

75648 

87.89 

1 

232                        101.1       !  16.95 

7^09 

1.75 

9 

71293 

86.24 

224       .  102.2 

r 

16.97 

8.53 

1.97 

(10) 

3 

69033 

93.48 

889 

T  

99.6 

16.94 

3.61 

1.02 

MATmEMAT ICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

72335 

94.34 

066 

100.8 

16.66 

5.53 

1.  36 

7 

75648 

87.44 

232 

101.1 

16.95 

7.23 

1.68 

'  9 

71293  1 

85.75 

224 

102.2 

16.97 

8.72 

1.88 

*  *S  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO   INCLUDE  N0NGR4DED  CLASSES. 

**  NUMBER   STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,   1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,    EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE 
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ACCOUNTABILITY  INFORMATION:  LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEMS 
AND  INDIVIDUAL  SCHOOLS        '  '  ^ 

4,1  Introdxiction 

«  » 

4.1.1  Chapter  Outline 

Presented  in  this  Chapter  is  information  related  to 
education  accountaBility  on  the  local  school  System  level.  . 
Included  are  both  statements  on  educational  goals  and ' objectives 
enunciated  by  the  24  local  school  systems  and  also  local  results 
of  the  statewide  prpgrsun  of  accountability  assessment. 

These  data  are  presented  for:     (1)     the  local  school  . 
system,  "for  which  results  from  individual  schools  within  the 
systems  ha^ving  grades  3 ,   5  ,  7 ,  or  9   (excluding  special  educatibn 
schools)   are  aggregated;  and   (2)   each  such  individual  School  within 
the  system.     For  ungraded  schools,  results  were  grouped  and  reported 
by  nominal  grade  level,  depending  upon  pupils'  birthdates  or  years 
of  previous  schooling,  excluding  kindergarten. 

Chapter  4  is  organized  so  that  accountability  information 
is  presented  school  sy^tem-by-school  system: 

a.  For  each  local  school  system,  a  statement 

of  goals  and  objectives  serves  as  introduction; 

b.  Then,  data  on  the  system  level  are  shown  in 

Table  1.     Community  and  Public  School  Resources 
Profile. 

-  ^• 

Table  2.     Nonverbal  Ability   (Average  Standard  Age 
Score)   and  Academic  Achievement  (Average 
Grade  Equivalence)  by  Skill  Areas 

S  i) 


Chapter  4.  = 


Si^hiJ'^Jh!^''  reported  on  the  individual  schools 
within  the  system,  in  the  following' Tables : 


Table  3. 


Table  4. 


Table  5, 


School  Level— Coiranunity  and  Public 
School  Resources  Profile 

Relation  of  Achievement  to  Maryland 
Norms,  by  Skill  Areas,  with  Nonverbal 
Ability  Statistically  Controlled. 

Relation  of  Achievement  to  Maryland 
Norms,  by  Skill  Areas,  with  Nonverbal 
AjDiiity  and  Socioeconomic  Status 
Statistically  Controlled. 
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School-Level  Tables 


As  was  explained  in  Chapter  3,  Community  and  Public 
school  l^esources  Profile  precedes  tables  on  ability  and  achievement 
test  results,  on  both  the  school  system  and  individual  school 
levels.     In  this  way,  community  and  school  factors  can  be  taken 
into  account  by  the  reader  as  he  examines  the  tables  on  ability 
and  achievement  test  data. 

Table  4  provides  information  on  achievement  test  results 
(in  four  skill  areas  of  ITBS)-for  selected  grades   (3,5,7,9)  in 
individual  schools  within  each  school  system,  in  relation  to 
the  achievement  results  of  other  Maryland  schools,  at  the  same  - 
grade  level,  after  the  effects  of  ability   (CAT  Nonverbal  scores) 
are  statistically  controlled.     Table  5  presents  the  same  information 
when  both  ability   (CAT  Nonverbal  Scores)   and  socioeconomic  factors 
(educational  level  of  mother  and  level  of  family  income) ,  are 
statistically  controlled.     The  statistical  technique  employed  is 
called  Regression  Analysis.     The  rationale  for  using  this  procedure 
and  information  about  the  equations  and  computations  involved  appear 
in  Appendix  B,    The  Use  of  Regression  ....,3is  in  the  Accountabil i " 
Program, 
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In  both  Tables  4  and  5,  "Difference"  scores  for  each 
skill  area  are  computecl  by  subtracting  the  average  ITBS  score 
obtained  by  each  tested  grade  level  at  each  school  from  the  Mary-  ^ 
land  Norm,  the  score  that  might  be  expected  for  that  school  and 
grade  if  ability  and/or  socioeconomic  fagtors  were  controlled 
statistically.     In  order  to  identify  "Difference"  scores  that  may 
be  considered  arbitrcjlrily  significant  for ,  practical  purposes  (i.e., 
indicating  school  grades  that  achieve  very  well  ox  very  poorly) , 
an  asterisk  has  been  placed,  in  the  two  tables,  next  to  such 
"Difference"   (residual)   scores.     The  asterisk  identifies  grade 
levels  in  each  school  that  have  "Difference"  scores  lying  two 
standard  deviations  above  or  below  the  mean  of^  the  distribution 
of  the  "Difference"   (residual)  scores;  i.e.,  at  the  extreme  ends  of 
the^distribution.  , 

The  following  rf^;  an  Explanation  of  the  symbols  cind 
abbreviations  appearing  on  the  Tables: 

•  SAS  -  Standard  Age  Score  derived  from  Cognitive 

Abilities  Tqst,  Nonverbal  Battery,  Form  1, 
1971  edition.     The  means  for  the  national 
norm  group  for  grades  3,5,7  and  9  are -100; 
National  SD-  =16. 

•  Average  SAS  -  The  average  Standard  Age  Score  computed 

by  grade  for  the  individual  school. 

•  GE  -    (|irade  Equivalence  derived  from  IOWA  Tests 

of  basic  Skills,  Form  5,  1971  edition.  The 
medians  for  the  school  means  in  the  national 
norm  group  for  grades  3,5,7  and  9  are  approxi- 
mately 3.8,  5.8,  7.8,  and  9.4,  varying  slightly 
for  each  skill  area   (see  Appendix  A) . 
National  SD  for  grade  Equivalence  not 
available. 

•  Maryland  Norm  -  See*  the  discussion  of  this  term  in 

Appendi3<vB,  The  Use  of  Regression  Analysis 
in  the  Accountability  Prograliu 

Difference  -  The  result  of  subtracting  an  observed 
average  Grade  Equivalance  score  from  the 
Maryland  norm. 
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•The  reader  is  referred  to"  Appendix  A  for  discusssion 
of  the  measurement  instriom^nts  utilized  and  explanation  of  the 
table  fotmats  displayed  in  Chapter  4. 


'^-l-^  Listing  'of  Schools  ) 

Tables  on  individual  school  level  accountability— Tab 1 
3,   4,   and  5-are  treated  as  a  set  of  intact  data  for  each 
individual  school.     Thus,-for  any  school  s^^tem,  the  first  14 
schools    (or  as  many  as  can  be  fitted  on  a  table  shell)   will  be 
described  by  Tables  3 ,   4 ,  and  5 ,  followed  by  the  next  14  or  so 
schools  described  by  their  set  of  Tables  3,   4,   and  5,   and  so  on 
until  all  the  eligible  schools  in  a  system  have  been  reported  on 
Each  set  of  tables  is  indexed  with  the  schools  covered  in  that 
set  of  Tables   (e.g.,  Allegany  County,  Barton-vortheast )  All 
schools  are  arranged -alphabetically  within  three  major  divisions^ 
elementary;  middle/combined;  secondary. 


'"1  r  > 


LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.2 


ALLEGANY  COUNTY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A  Goal  Setting  Activities.     The  system  goals  of  Allegany 

S^unty,  which  have  been  approved  by  the  Maryland  State  Department 
of- Education,  were  developed  within  the  framework  of  the  State-  . 
wide  goals. 

The  local  Assistant  Superinterident-Instruction  appointed 
committees  in  the  areas  of  mathematics,   reading,  and  writing. 
5h^e  coL^ittees  were  comprised  of  both  elementary  and  secondary 
school  principals,   supervisors,  andjclassroom  teachers .  The 
classroom  ?2acher;  we?e  selected  fSm  a  recommended  list  submitted 
bv  the  Allegany  County  Teachers'  Association.     Each  committee 
developed  a  suggested  list  of  system  goals  and  of  sample  school 
and  instrlactionll  objectives.     These  goals  w^^^^J^^^i"^^  ^^^^^^ 
faculty  of  each  school  for  discussion  and  recommendations.  The 
suggestions  from  the  schools  were  then  sent  to  -the  committees  for 
use  in  the  preparation  of  the  local  system  goals      After  the 
syltem  goals  were  established,  each  school  formed  committees  to 
formulate  the  school  objectives.     These  objectives  are  now  in  the 
p?^ess  of  Eling  reviewed  and  will  be  submitted  in  a  later  report. 
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I'        „.  ^g^^^y  S^^""l  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 

mI!^  f  Reading,  Writing,   and. Mathematics ,  adopted  bv 

the,  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,*  Allegany  Countv  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals:     ^  County  has 

^econdarv  ifeSfSl^  ^^""^  completed  the  elementary- 

seconaary  reading  program  of  this  school  system: 

l.A.   Should  be  able  to  identify  his  own  purposes-  for 
using  print  and  nonprint  materials. 

1.  B.   Should  be  able  to  select  from  a  wide  variety  of 

available  print  and  nonprint  materials  those  which 
are,  suitable  both  in  level  of  difficulty  and  in 
content.  ^ 

2.  A.  Should  be  able  to  identify  and  apply  a  system  he 

can  use  for  recognizing  words  and  determining 
their  appropriate  meaning.     Such  a  system  includes 
skills  of  picture,  context,   structural,  phonic, 
and  authority   (i.e.,  glossary,   diJctionary,  peer) 
clues.  ' 

2.  B.  Should  be  able  to  pronounce  man^  words  and  iden- 

tify their  appropriate  meanings 

3.  A.  Should  be  able  to  determine  the  intent  of  the 

communication  by  identifying  the  pattern  of  thought 
(e.g.,   style,  time,  mood,   cause-effect,  sequence) 
used  by  the  author. 

3.  B.  According  to  his  own  experiences  and  knowledge 

about  the  content,   should  be  able  to  ask  a  variety 
of  questions  which  cause  him  to  .think  literally 
(i.e.,  reading  of  the  lines)  ;*  critically   (i  e 
reading  between  the  lines);  and  creatively  (i'e 
reading  beyond  the  lines)   about  material  and  to" 
find  suitable  answers  to  those  questions. 

^  4. A.   Should  be  able  to  follow  directions. 

4.  B.   Should  be  able  to  locate  references. 
4.C.   Should  be  able  to  gain  information. 


*See  Chapter  Three  for  the  State-wide  goals.     The  numberinq  of  aoals 
th^y"°^pp!y^^  '^''^^'^  ^^^-^^^  °^  thTiJa?!  g°o^?s°^^^ 


c  0 
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4.D.  Shfpuld  be  able  to  understand  forms. 

4.  E.  Should  be  able  to  attain  personal  development.  ^ 

5.  A.  Should  have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading 

indicated  by  an  interest  in  reading  and  a  desire 
to  read. 

"In  Writing  each  student  who  h^s  completed  the  elemenr 
tary-secondary  writing  program  of  the  Allegany  County  School 
System: 

l.A.   Records  his  thoughts,   feelings,   and  plans  for' his 
own  use,  observing  the  linguistic  form,  the  level 
of  usage,  the  rhetorical  form,  and  the  mechanics 
-     appropriate  for  him  and  for  the  type  of  writing. 

l.B.  Communicates  his  thoughts,   feelings,  and  plans  i/ 
observing  the  linguistic  form,  the  level  of  usage, 
the  rhetorical  form,   and  the  mechanics  appropriate 
for  his  audience,   for  his  purpose,  and  for  the 
occasion. 

2  A    Writes  in  a  scholastic  situation,   observing  the 
'    '   linguistic  form,  the  level  of  usage,  the  rhetorical 
form,   and  the  mechanics  appropriate  for  him,  tor 
his  audience,   for  his  purpose,  and  for  the  occasion. 

2  B    Writes  in  a  business  or  vocational  situation,  ob- 
serving the  linguistic  form,  the  level  of  usage, 
the  rhetorical  form,  and  the  mechanics  appropriate 
for  him,   for  his  audience,   for  his  purpose,  and 
for  the  occasion. 

2  C    Writes  in  a  social  situation,  observing  the  linguistic 

form  and  thd  mechanics  appropriate  for  him,  for  his 
audience,   for  his  purpose,   and  for  the  occasion.  ^ 

3  A    Evidences  an  awareness  of "the  necessity  of  writing 

for  a  variety  of  personal  and  social  needs  appro- 
priate for  him. 

3  B     Evidences  the  benefits  and  the  personal  satisfac- 
tion resulting  from  his  ability  to  write,  effec- 
. t  ive ly . 

In  Mathematics  each  student  who  has  completed  the 
elementary-secondary  school  mathematics  program  of  the  Allegany 
County  School  System  should  be  able  to: 


4-7 


l.A.   Recall  and  /dentify  mathematical  symbols.  • 
l.B.   Recall  and  state  mathematical  facts. 

1.  e.   Recognize  and  recall  terms  and  definitions  used  ^ 

in  mathematics.  • 

2.  A.   perform  basic  operations. 
2^B.   Solve, number  sentences. 

2.C.  Obtain  i^iformat ion  from  graphs,,  charts,  tables,  ^ 

or  manipulative  devices.  «v-Lea,  , 

2.  D.  Reproduce  geometric  figures.  ^  ^ 

^fl^^^^^;   ^^""^^^  ^""^  definitions  to  make  ^ 
mathematical  sentences. 

3.  B.   Translate  a  mathematical  sentence  into  a  verbal 

sentence. 

B.C.   Express  verbally  the  understanding  of  concepts' 
and  processes.' 

3.D.-  Explain  spatial  relationships  using  geometric 
concepts. 

3.E.   Transform  a  physical  model  to  a  mathematical 
expression. 

model^°""  ^  mathematical  expression  to  a  physical 
a^othf?""  f^?™  °ne  mathematical  representation  to 

?emj.^''°^-^^'"^  ''^^''^  ^""^  expressed  in  mathematical 

4.  B.  Develop  a  logical  conclusi9n  and/or  solve  a  problem 

when  given  a  set  of  facts.  F^^wj-tau 

5.  A.  Analyze  a  situation,  establish  a  hypothesis,  and 

use  mathematical  concepts  and  processes  to  make  a 
decision  abaut  a  personal  need. 

5.B.  Analyze  a  situation,  establish  a  hypothesis,  and 
use  mathematical  concepts  and  processes  to  make 
decisions  as  a  member  of  a  group. 


T  >  f  } 
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6. A.  Recognize  th^e  value  of  mathematics  for  individual' 
and  societal  uses. 

°6.B.  Demonstrate  an  appreciation  of  the  aesthetic  nature 
of  mathematics. 

.    ^   •  ~School  System  Focus.  •  In  the  elementary  and  the  secon- 

dary schools,  emphasis  is  placed  upon  attaining  appropi^xate  goals 
■and  objectives  in  both  the  cognitive  and  th^e  affective  domains. 
In  addition  to  teaching  the  basic  skills,  educators  prcyvide  an 
instructional  program  which  is  concerned  with  the  development  of 
concepts  and  processes  and  with  an  awareness  of  values.  In 
planning  the  educational  program  and  in  selecting  the  teaching 
raaterials^  for  the  program,  educators  hav6  beep  cognazant  of  the 
individual  abilities,  needs,  and  interests  of  the  students  and  . 
Allegany  County. 

C  Commeires  on  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Results 

In-  the  areas  tested:,  Vbcabulary,  reading  comprehension,  language, 
and  mathematics,'  the  results  indicate  that  the  average  <3rade.- 
equivalence  scores  for .Allegany  County  are  as  good  as  or  better 
than^the  average  grade  equivalence  scores  for  the  ^tate  of 
Maryland.     However,  some . significant  score  differences  do  exist 
at  thQ  individual  school  level. 

The  basic  purpose  of  assessment  is  to  make  d^erminations 
about  learning  programs.     Our  supervisors,  principals,  counselors, 
and  teachers  are  examining  the  appropriate  curriculum  areas  to  v 
explore  the  probafe.le  reasons  for  the  test  score  variations  of 
fur  students  and  the  score  variations  of  these  students  compared 
with  other  students  at  the  same  county,  state,  and  national  levels. 
As  an  example,   a  school  which  has  been  piloting  a, special  mathe- 
matics program  showed  a  consistently  higher  level  of  achievement 
for  grades  3  and  5,  suggesting  «hat  the  program 

succqfeding.     However,  three  schools  appear  to  have , a  significantly 
low&  scote  variation- in  mathematics,  and  a  close  examination  is 
being  made  of  the  program  in  these  schools. 

Aiithough  the  county  p;:of essionals  recognize  that  th^s 
test  may  be  used  as  an  instrument  to  identify  individual  an^ 
group  deficiencies  by  item  analysis ,  they  question  the  value  of 
this  test  as  an  instrument  to  measure  growth  and  achiev^ent . 

i  Progress ffef  Schools  To^jard  System  ahdjcor  School  Gojils 

^t  r-^^ro^orl  hy  st^ge  Assessment  Instruments.       In  addition  to  - 
teaching  the^asic  skills  that  are  measured  by  State .assessment 
instruments,  Allegany  County  educator^  are  concerned  .with  a 
structured,  seqxiential  writing  program;  a  complete,  Kalancea 
reaSJnrprograSi^L^Uequential,   individualized  mathematics 

program — all  K-12. 

on  , 
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programs  e^t  St^olSr^d^'y  S  tat'SM^'ss .enff  °'  ^^^^^ 

tionally,  the  maior  ^'.■n^n^        ZZ     ^f^^^sment  instrumQnts.  Addi- 

the  student  ?o^'inctioreffeJtS:if^r^'°""i  •  P-<^-^--to  prepare 
responsible,  contr?bi?L|":^ero?  society-  i^nn?"  " 

s?:dL^fto\^SLTL\\c^??^rtfi:  ^^^o^^^^t^ 

to  verbalize  e?fec?ive?i  ^;nd  tn'?i^H  ^^'^  ^°  r^""  critically, 
Therefore,   local  ed^cato^s  are  °^  ^^^^^^  ^^'^  pleasure, 

of 'these  ot)jectivJs  ?hroSah  Progress  in  the  assessment 

tions  in  thi  SdlvrduarscLols  W^f  ^  ^^^^  ^""^  ^^^^^^^  obser^^a- 
of  tests  to  measure  grow?S  in  ti;..     1  studying  the  design 

covered  in  the  State  JS^Sc^S  learning  objectives  not 

uiie  bT;,at:e  assessment  program. 

ProgramModif ication  Activ-il-ifac       tvii   ^  ^ 
provided  an  instrument  tor  rPon^H^^^      u     .  ^^^^"S^^Y  County  has 
pertinent  informlS:  ^^^/^^^^^^^g  school  objectives  and  other 


ALLEGANY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDyUTIOK 


School 
Statewide  Coal; 


Objectlvet  for 


Subject  Area 


I 

Couaty  Goal: 


Oblectlve 


Level 


Date  of 
Attesament 


erJc 
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This  instrument  may  be  used  to  modify  school  objectives  whenever 
necL^ary.     During  the  past  year,  the.County  has  provided  several 
iAservicte  meetings  .to  assist  some  educators  in  the  interpretation 
and  theVappUcation  of  the -statistical  information  obtained  from 
vfc^stinq.     Additional  inserVice  meetings  for  all  educators  will 
S  Sind^cted  ne^,  year,    A  decision  was  made  to.  assess  the.  program 
atW  end  bf  the  third,  sixth,,  eighth,  and  twelfth  grades.  Also, 
the  County  has  requested  that  the  State  Department  s  program  of 
accountability  consider  all' system  goals  and  all  school  objective 
when  assessment  occurs. 


E  "  unmet  Needs  for  Resources  to  Permit .  Iinpr4wient  of 

P^rograms  and  services.  Evidence  exists  that  assessiri^^  instruments 
are  not  adequate  to  assess  the  entire  instructional  Program  in 
th6  areas  of  mathematics,  reading,  and  writing,     therefore,  to 
improve  the  program  of  accountability,  Allegany  Count^ducators 
request  that  various  tests  and  other  instruments 

be  orovided  in  order  that  a  more  accurate  and  a  mpiTe  comprehensive 
aSselsmen?  of  the  meeting  of  school  objectives  maj  be  determined . 
wl  Slso  JeqSest  that  in  order  to  provide  the  public  with  accurate, 
mLningful^nformation  conc^ning  the  students'  achievements,  a 
better  system  of  reporting  the  assessment.be  established. 

Funding.,  should  be  made  available  to  provide  for  the 
assignment  of  a  staff  member  whose  sole  responsibility  will  be 
the  coordination'  and  utilization  of  the  assessment  and  a^<=°^jta 
bility  data.     Additionally,   inservice  funds  are  needed  to  effec 
tively  articulate  the  program  with  all  teachers. 


k 
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ALLEGANY  COUNTY 


TABLE  1. 


COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


A. 


COHHUNITY  rHARACTPRT^Ttrc 


(1) 


TOTAL 
POPULATION 


84 » 044 


'  (2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  ^ 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

S8t036 

32.8 

1                 .  (4) 

r  ^  

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLD^R 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL^)^^RS) 

'  ^   --^?l%Vi.  

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


16t988 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


$10  » 590 


AVERAG&^'^ii/^'  -^AVERAGE 

administraW  ^"'"^ 

^    SALARrf ' 


$15 » 514 


YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXP^fll^NCE 


11.9 


(10) 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTE<RS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

I  < 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPlL/STAfF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

34.1 

20.2 

95.6 

FINAr^PML  CHARArTFRTSTTf^     (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 


$890,61 


(15)  U 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 


(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

1.6 

$5.07 

0.6 

.  .o«  ...no.  0.  ..s       sou.,  o.         P«ov.e.  .  ub. 
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ALLEGANY  COUNTY 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE   STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   ( GRADE  .EQUI VALENCE ) , 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 


GRADE 


(2) 


NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED**" 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS  )  + 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUI VALENCc 
(GE)++ 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
.  (SD) 


VOCABUL^RY 


(2) 


READING 
CQMPRE-- 
HENSIflN 


SPt  LL IMC 


I  ZiTION 


(5  1 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105 » 5 


15.27 


1366 


95.53 


105.4 


15.00 


1404 


1214 


1296 


1366 


1404 


1214 


1296 


1366 


1404 


1214 


1296 


1366 


1404 


1214 


1296 


1366 
1404 


93.52 


99.34 


100.00 


95.53 


93.52 


99.34  ^ 


100. ob 


95.53 


93.52 


99.34 


100.00 


95.53 


93.52 


^  99.34 


100. CO 


9?  .  53 
93.52 


27 


27 


1  27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


10  7.1 


15.51 


102.2 


14.91 


3.64 


5.59 


7.74 


105.5 


15.  27 


105.4 


107. 1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


107. 1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


107^  1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


1,0  7. 1 


15.00 


15.51 


14.91 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


14.91 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


14.91 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


9.30 


3.97 


5.57/ 


7.14 


8.  71 


4.47 


5.85 


7.42 


8.77 


4.60 


6.17 


7.92 


9.49 


.1.13 


1.56 


1.69 


2. 11 


1.23 


1.48 


1.59 


1.87 


1.29 


1.72 


2.10 


2.29 


 i 


1.29  i 

 —i 

I 

1.68  1 


2.17 


2.28 


1.46 


5.  89 


7.51 


1.68 


2.14 


8.98 


2.24 


♦  AS  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO   INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

..    „..=»Ts  >' " '  ""r;;:i;„„ 

FOR   EACH  SKILL  AREA. 


87 


ERIC 
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ALLEGANY  COUNTY 


TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY    (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND -ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


SKILU 
AREAS 


LANGUAOt 
USAGE 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


Ma  The  MAT  I CAL 

CONT.  f  prs 


MArHfMATI;_AL 


(1) 


GRADE 


(2  ) 


NUMBER  OF 

students 
enroll'Ed  * 


1296 


1366 


1^0^ 


121^ 


1296 


1366 


1404 


1214 


1296 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  >*♦ 


99.34 


190.00 


95.53 


'92(T52 


99.  34 


100.00 


95.53 


93.52 


99.  34 


100.00 


1366 


1404 


1214 


95.53 


93.52 


99.  34 


1296 


1366 


TOTAL 


1404 


1214 


100.00 


95.53 


93.52 


1296 


1366 


1404 


99.  34 


100.00 
95.  5^ 
9  3.^ 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


27 


27 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  f 


"  102.2 


27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


27 


105.5 


105.4 


.3*07.1 


STANDARD 
DEVIATiriN 
(SD) 


14.91 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


107.1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


10  7.1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


107.1 


102.2 


105.5 


105.4 


107.1 


15.27 


15.00 


(  7  ) 


AVER AGF 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE  )  M 


4.05 


15.51 


14.91 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


14.91  ^ 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


14,91 


15,27 


15.00 


I  15.51 


14.91 


15.27 


15.00 


15.51 


5.41 


7^07 


a. 5^ 


4.46 


5.83 


7.48 


8.95 


3.98 


5.97 


7.59 


9.06 


3.  81 


5.58 


7,16 


8.77 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 


1.35 


1.76 


2jcQ1 


1.19 


1.53 


1.90 


2.05 


1.03 


1.  58 


1.87 


1.09 


1.  32 


1.60^ 


3.90 


5.78 


7.38 


8.91 


3>.  52 


1.74 


,  ♦  AS  .OF  9/30/f3.   ADJUSTED  TO    INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

.. s,„„„,s  ,„,„  sp.,«,         „  ,„,„,  j,„,,„  ^  „.„„„„ 
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(BARTON  - 


NORTHEAST) 
.TABLE  3. 


SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 

EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 

(7) 

ADHIN. 

(8) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 

MEDIAN 

MEDIAN 

DISAD- 

EDUCA- 

FAMILY 

VAN- 

TION  OF 

INCOME 

TAQED 

MOTHER 

($) 

<10) 

ill) 

(12) 

SCHOOL  NAME 


CENTRAL 


COLUMBIA  STREET 


CORRIGANVILLE 


CR^APTGWN 


EAST  SIDE 


ECKHART 


ELLERSLIE 


FROST 


GEPHART 


HILL  STREET 


JOHN  HUMBIRD 


J0H^4S0N  HEIGHTS 


LAVALE 


MCCOOLE 


MIDLAND 


MOUNT  ROYAL 


NORTHEAST 


GRADE 
ORGAN  I.- 
ZATIOH 
(1) 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

MENT 

RATIO 

(2) 

t3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 


PERCENT 
STAFF 


DEGREE 
3R  AlOVI 

(9) 


15.0         27.3  10.7    '      11.3  7550.0 


K-6  249         22.6         96.8  10.0       1.0  12.5 

380         22.3         96.3  16.0       1.0         11.9         20.0         29.4  12.5 


11.3  7679.0 


8.5         18.0         23.1  16.1  11.5  7652.0 


11.0  7145.0 


1-6            271        20.8  96.1  12.0  1.0 

32.0  96.5  3.0  1.0  13.1  10.0  50.0  11.5 

K-6             819         25.6  96.7  30.0  2.0  13.3  29.3  34.4  12.1 

333         21.3  96.4  14.6  1.0           9.4  35.0  25.6  21.6 

246         24.6  97.3  *        9.0  1.0  10.6  12.0  20.0 


12.2  9247.0 


11.3  7746.0 


9.8  12.2  884^.0 


•^"^  23.0         96.2  4.0       1.0         12.1         10.5         40.0  12.5 


11.0  71T4.0 


•^"6  ^87         27.1         96.7  17.0       1.0         17.6  22.0 

275         22.9         95.9  11.0       1.0  17.9 


27.8  7.9  12.1  7989.0 


11.0         50.0  17.7  12.0  8682.0 


210         23.3         97.9  8.0       1.0         11.4         24.0         55.5  10.0 


.  12.1  8271.0 


NO  RESOURCE  DATA  AS  OF  9/73 

382         23^9         96.5  15.0       1.0  11.3 

222         22.2         97.2  9.0       1.0         16.4         ^1.0  40.0 


23.6  9.9  6507.0 


38.0         25.0  14.2  12.0'  8297.0 


9.1  12.4  10137.0 


•^"^                          24.3  95.6  7.0  1.0  13.6  23.5  25.0  15.1 

20.9  97.3  6.0  1.0  13.1  18.0  14.3 

255         25.5  95.5  9.0  1.0  13.9  23.0  30.0 

178         22.3  96.9  7.0  1.0  11.5  21.0  37.5  16.8 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


11.7  7406.0 


9.3  ).1.3  7911.0 


6.4  12.4  9735.0 


11.5  8994.0 
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(BARTON  -  NORTHEAST) 


allEgamv  County 

'SCilOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  4^     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABJLITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 

SKILL  APEaS 


VOCAmO-ARY 


REAOINR  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME  CRAUL  *vERA(,E  AVERAGL     M.RY-       OlFFF.-  AVERAGF     MARY-       DIFFER-  AVEPAOE     M.RY-      OIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY 


SAS 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


EmCE 


GE 


LAND 
NOKM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


OTFFER- 
FHCE 


BAMTOt* 


3  97.9  3.f»»» 
b     ;U1.0  S.Ofi 


3.38 
5.08 


♦  .26 
-.02 


3,50 
5.31 


3.(»6 
S,23 


♦  •0(4 

♦  .06 


3.«5 
S.35 


3.63 
5.39 


♦  .1? 


3.(t^« 

5.33 


3.«*q 

5,U3 


.03 
.10 


CL.4TMAL 


5  10«*,«» 


3.(»B 
&.02 


3,50 


-,  in 

-.29 


3,63 
5,26 


3,bA 
5,»»7 


-,05 
-,19 


U,76 
5,73 


(»,0(« 
5,62 


♦  ,?U 

♦  .U 


3.^9 
5.5C 


1,67 
5.6f, 


♦  .02 
-.06 


COLUMBIA  blRfctT 


3  9b, 9 
b  96,0 


3,2b 
4,85 


3.27 
•♦,90 


-,02 
-,05 


3,»»7 
4,63 


3,3»» 
5.0'»» 


♦  .13 


3.56 
M.77 


3.71 
5.19 


.15 
.4? 


3.16 
5,00 


3,39 
5.2»i 


-.23 
-.16 


CORrtlGANVlLLE 
CRESAPTOWN 


3  ;02,2 
5  101,7 


3  105, «* 
5  109.9 


3,32 
5,51 


3,91 
b.03 


3,61 
5,10 


3,«S 
5.79 


-.29 
♦  .'«1 


♦  ,  06 

♦  .21 


3,65 
5,66 


t*,05 
5,6«» 


3,72 
5.26 


3,96 
5.92 


-,07 
♦  ,(«2 


♦  ,09 
-,06 


<*.13 
6.00 


i«.63 
6,^2 


4.06 
5. '♦3 


(1,30 
6,02 


♦  .05 

♦  .57 


♦  .33 

♦  .20 


3,59 
b,57 


4,07 
6,25 


3,70 
5,47 


3,69 
6,06 


-.11 
♦  .10 


♦  .16 

♦  .19 


EAST  blOt 


9A,0 
99.6 


«*.30 
6,63 


3.39 
b.OO 


♦  .91  • 
♦  ]  .63  • 


U.31 
5. no 


3.»»7 
5.1»» 


♦  ,6(4 

♦  ,26 


4,^7 
6.04 


3.63 
5.30 


♦  ,74  • 

♦  ,74  • 


3.92 
5,41 


1,50 
5,35 


♦  ,42 

♦  *06 


ECkhAht 


3  IU6.0 
b  107.1 


3,47 
5.45 


3,68 

S.59 


-.41 
-.14 


3,77 
5.62 


4.00  -.23 
5.72  -.10 


5.06 
5,i»6 


4.33 
5.62 


♦  .75  • 

♦  .06 


3.67 
5.60 


3,92 
5,66 


-.05 
-.06 


ELLEHSLIE 


f\KOST 


OLkHAKT 


J  100,4 
S  109,6 


3  106,9 

b  lOfl.3 


J  10S.9 
b  100.2 


3,90 
5.  IB 


3.99 
5.65 


3.9? 
b.4S 


1.51 
S,62 


3.92 
5.61 


1.R7 
■5.64 


3.61 
5.79 


♦.41 
-.44 


♦.U 
♦  .14 


.1? 
.29 


4,34 
5.55 


5.?3 
6.42 


4.  ^7 

5.  P7 


3.97 
S.96 


4  ,39 
5.66 


4,32 
5.fl9 


♦  .37 
-.11 


5.55 


♦  .64  • 

♦  .54 


♦  .05 
-.0? 


4. It 
6.02 


3 .  Qu 
5.90 


3.61 
5,9q 


3.96 
5.02 


1.91 
5.93 


♦  .49 
-.44 


♦  .35 

♦  .10 


♦  ,03 
-.03 


HlLL  bTMtt-f 


J  IOS.7 
10b. 4 


4. on 
5.31 


1.P0 
5.51 


♦  .14 

-.2a 


4,34 
5.57 


3.9^ 
5.b6 


♦  .36 
-.09 


4.71 

6. no 


4.31 
5.76 


♦  .40 

♦  .?4 


4  .  nr 
6.09 


3.10 

^.ao 


♦  .19 

♦  .29 


3  99.6 
b  luO.2 


3.43 
4.95 


1.41 
4,91 


♦  .0? 

♦  .  Ot* 


3.5b 
4.67 


3.52 
5.07 


♦  .03 
-.40 


1.79 

4  .t*6 


3.89 
5.33 


.10 
.47 


3  .40 
5.03 


3.56 
5.36 


-.07 
-.33 


jOHNbO^'  MLiGHTi 


J  107.9 
^  109.7 


4.U 
&.9B 


^.98 
•3.75 


♦  .t? 

♦  ,25 


4,42 
5.99 


4.11 
5.88 


♦  .31 

♦  ,11 


4  .<^1 
6.n5 


4.44 
5,99 


♦  .37 

♦  .06 


4.1? 
6.  17 


4.01 
6.02 


♦  .31 

♦  .35 


LAvALt 


3  i02.n 
V>  103.7 


4  .  42 
5.43 


1.72 
5.4? 


♦  .70 

♦  .01 


4.46 
5.72 


3.80 
5.53 


♦  .66 

♦  .19 


5.n3 
5.56 


(I.  14 
5.62 


♦  .09  • 

-.Oti 


4  .?fl 
5.56 


3.77 
5.67 


♦  .51 
-.11 


MCCOOLr 


96.2 
ift.l 


3.5'=* 
4.60 


1.29 
4.91 


♦  .2^ 
-.11 


3.95 
4.6b 


3.37 
5.  06 


♦  .58 
-.18 


4  .(iR 
5.?4 


3.74 
5.15 


♦  .74  • 

♦  .06 


3. 04 
5.01 


1.41 
5,24 


♦  .53 
-.23 


Ml.iLAMO 


MOUNT  JJOYAL 


3  i04.5 
5  104.8 


3  100,3 
b  108.6 


3.84 
4.57 


3.75 
b.50 


1.75 
5,34 

3.57 
5.73 


.00 
.77  • 


♦  .10 
-.21 


4.U 
5.27 


3.90 
5.65 


3.87 
5.49 


3.65 


♦  .^4 
-.22 


♦  .25 
-.20 


4.15 
5.60 


4  .  14 

6.n5 


4.22 
5.66 


4.00 
5.94 


.07 
.0^ 


♦  .34 

♦  .11 


3.7P 
5.45 


3.74 
5.  op 


1.83 
5.69 


1,64 
5.96 


-.05 
-.24 


♦  ,10 

♦  .00 


nohthlast 


J  99.6 

5  104.8 


3.93 
5.35 


^,49 
5.40 


♦  .40 
-.OS 


3.67 
5.33 


3.57 
5.b3 


♦  .10 
-.20 


4.72 

S.ni 


3.91 
5,68 


♦  SEE  CHAPTER  A,   SECTION  A. 1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS 

*  ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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♦  ,70  • 

♦  .11 


3.^3 
5.60 


1.59 
5.72 


V 


-.12 
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(BARTON  -  NORTHEAST) 


TABLE. 5 


ALLtOAiiY  County 
_scmool  system 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MAR YLAND  NORMS ,   BY  SKILL 

JJ^Jrc.Vr^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AN*^  SOC  I OECONOM I C  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SCHOOL  NAME 


SKILL  APE<\S 


VOCARULAPV 


REAOINfi  COMPREHENSION 


LAN61IAGF  TOTAL 


GRA.E  AVERAGE  AVERAGE     MARY-       .iFFr..  ,vERAGr     maKY-       DIFFER-  AV/tn^GE  M^RY- 


LAND 
.(ORM 


LAND 
NOitM 


ENCE 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


OIFFFR-  AVFRAGE  MAHV- 


ENCF 


or 


LAND 
NORM 


PTPPFR- 
F^'CE 


CL  4TKAI 


J  97.9  3.64 
5     101.0  ^S.fift 


CulUMuIA  blRttr 


COKRItjAfJVlLLE 


CKfcSAHTOiliJ 


CLkHA#<T 


ELuLKbLlE 


FkoST 


GLi>HAIrT 


HlLL  sTKLcI 


JO»iN<>g'i  HL^iGHTS 


LAvALt 


MCCOOlE 


POYAt- 


NOHTHLAbT 


J      101, M 


3  95.9 
b  Vti.O 


^  102. 2 
■3  101,7 


5.02 


3.2s 


3.^2 
b.bl 


J  1U5.M  3.gi 
^     1U9.9  6.03 


3        .  0 

b 


.  '♦.30 
6.f>3 


^  1O6.O  3.M7' 
fi'     107.1  b,Hb 


3  lOO.M 

b  1U9.6 

^  lOfc.9 

^  5  iun.3 


3  105.9 
lOfl.2 


J  105.7 
^     106, M 


b  100.2 


«5  iU7,9 
5  109.7 


102,8 
5  103,7 


3  V6.2 
b  9^.1 


3  10'*.5 
b  lU'^.a 


3  100.3 
b  ioa.6 


3  99.6 
b     1014. a 


3.90 
5.10 


3.99 
b.65 


3.9? 
5.M5 


<4.  00 
5.J1 


3.'*  3 
"♦.95" 


1  1 
3.9H 


'4.M2 

5.M3 


3.55 
•♦.fiO 


3.PM 
•4.57 


3.75 

b.50 


3.93 
5.35 


3.41 
b.2b 


3.63 
5.54 


.S.2fl 
4,99 


3.60 
5.31 


3.89 
6.02 


5.4  1 


♦  .23 
-.19 


-.15 
-.5? 


-.01 
-.14 


-.3f> 
♦  .7n 


♦  .n? 
f  ,ni 


3.50 
5.31 


3.63 
5.28 


3.47 
4.63 


3.6b 
5.68 


4.05 
5.84 


.fl<J   •  4.31 
b.  1 3      ^ .50  •  5.40 


3.93 
5.7^ 


^.S7 
5.99 


3.99 
5.fl8 


5.92 
5.87 


3.91 
b.7? 


^.52 
b.  IM 


^.05 


3.72 
5.4fl 


3.30 

5. no 


-.46 
-.3^ 


3.77 
5.62 


♦.57  4.02 
-."1  5.35 


♦ .  nn 

-.23 


♦ .  no 

-.4? 


♦ ,  no 

-.41 


-.no 
-.73 


f  .  0^ 
-.0? 


♦  .7n 
-.ns 


-.40 


4.16 
5.92 


3.86 
5.49 


4.  34 
b.57 


3.5b 
4.67 


4.42 
5.99 


4.46 
5.72 


3.9b 
4.88 


3.fl3 
5.58 


3.56 
5.91 


3.52 
5.bn 


♦  .  J  4.11 
-1. 01    •  5.27 


♦  .  IQ 
-.41 


4.41 
-.23 


3.90 
5.65 


3.67 
5.33 


3.46 
5.32 


3.69 
5. 59 


3.33 
5.U8 


3.75 
5.3fl 


3.96 
6.  J4 


3.47 
5.21 


4  .00 
5.81 


3.t>3 
6.  Jl 


4  .  06 
b.  VI 


3.99 
b.'^O 


3  ,98 
5.  7S 


3.b7 
5.25 


4,  13 
6.  02 


3.  79 
5.54 


3.  35 
5.  08 


3.90 
5.63 


3.o2 
5.93 


3.S7 
b.03 


♦  .04 
-.01 


-.06 
-.31 


♦  .14 
-.45 


-.  10 
♦.30 


♦  .  00 
-,20 


♦  .  84  • 
♦.10 


-.23 
-.19 


♦.  3<» 
-.66  • 


♦.10 
♦.01 


.13 
.41 


♦.36 
-.in 


-.02 
-.5« 


♦  .29 
-.03 


♦  .67  « 
♦.18 


♦.60  • 
-.20 


3.9b 
'5 


4.?8 
5.73 


3,  «,6 

4.  77 


4.13 

6.  no 


4,*,3 


4.S7 
6.  '^4 


nfl 
5.  ^8 


4  .  *4 

^^.05 


^.23 
6.42 


4.  17' 

5.  r7 


4.71 

6. no 


3.  79 

4.  »6 


4.81 
6.  "5 


^.n3 
5.SR 


4.M8 
^.?4 


♦.21 
-.36 


♦  .28 
-.2« 


♦  .in 
-.3n 


4.15 
5.6n 


4 ,  ^4 
6,  n5 


4 .  72 
,  T  1 


3.82 

b.sn 


U  ,  04 
b.75 


3.69 
S.27 


4.  09 
5.5b 


4.29 
6.17 


3.83 
5.39 


4.32 
5.96 


3,97 
6.15 


4  .  3H 

6.n5 


4.32 


H  .  30 
5.91 


3.93 
b.4  3 


4.44 
6.  16 


4.  12 
5.70 


3.71 


4.23 
S.78 


3.97 
6.07 


3.03 
5.78 


♦.13 
-,1^ 


♦  .24 
-.0? 


-.50 


♦ .  O't 
♦  .45 


♦  .3'« 

♦  .0*^ 


♦  .74 

♦  .6*^ 


♦  .76 
-.08 


♦.37 

-.3n 


♦  .37 


♦  .nc 

-.17 


♦  .m 

♦  .0" 


-.14 
-.57 


♦.37 
-.J  1 


♦.91 
-.1? 


♦  .77  • 

-.04 


.np 

.18 


♦  .37 

-.02 


♦  .70  • 

♦  .03 


3.46 
5.33 


3.69 
5.58 


3.16 
5.08 


3.5q 
^57 


4  .07 


3.92 

b.Ml 


3.87 

5. no 


4.10 
5.55 


6.n? 


3.04 

b.OQ 


H.ntj 


3.  40 

5.  n* 


4  .  32 
6.37 


*♦  .28 
5.56 


3.04 
b.ftl 


3.7^ 
5.45 


3.7i* 
5.«ft 


3.<J3 
5*60 


3.52 
M53 


3.71 
5.79 


3.41 
5.31 


3.75 
5.5Q 


3.93 
6.20 


3.52 
5.43 


3. Oh 
5.00 


3.65 
6.17 


4.01 
6.08 


3.96 
6.07 


^.01* 


3.61 
5.U8 


4.  06 
6.16 


3.7g 
5.7»i 


3.  42 
5.3? 


3.88 
5.82 


3.65 
6.  10 


5.61 
5.8? 


-.06 
•r.20 


-.02 
-.21 


-.25 
-.23 


-.16 
-.02 


♦.  lU 
♦  .05 


♦  .40 

-.n;> 


-.09 

-.  i** 


♦ . 45  * 

-.62  • 


♦  .30 
-.06 


-.02 
-.17 


♦  .15 
♦.15 


-.12 
-.45 


♦  .26 
♦.19 


♦.40  • 
-.18 


♦  .52  • 
-.31 


-.10 
-.37 


♦  ,09 
-.12 


♦.3? 
-.22 
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(PARKSIDE  -WASHINGTON  JR) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
•  PROFILE* 


■  "  ^'  "-J 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY  . 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER>S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
■(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
{$) 
(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

1  ADMIN. 

1  (6) 

TEACHER 
17) 

1  ADM  IN. 

1  (8) 

PARKSIDE 

1-6 

^5 

26.2 

95.9 

16.0 

1.0 

10.2 

40*0 

23.5 

3.8 

12.4 

10154.0 

PENNSYLVANIA  AVE 

1—6 

593 

16  ■  5 

» 

34.0 

2.0 

12.1 

17.3 

0 

27.8 

19.7 

10.3 

7304.0 

PINEY  PLAINS 

1-6 

81 

27.0 

97  3 

2.0 

1.0 

12.0 

9.0 

33.3 

14.0 

10.3 

6533.0 

THOMAS  G  PULLEN 

K-6 

212 

26.5 

96.7 

7.0 

1.0 

17.1 

22 . 0 

62.5 

8.0 

11.9 

814S.0 

WEST  SIDE 

1-6 

320 

20.8 

96.4 

14.4 

1.0 

11.0 

22.0  • 

22.1 

15.2 

12.1 

8099.0 

WESTERNPORT 

K-6 

469 

23.3 

95.4 

20.0 

^.0 

11.6 

19.0 

23.8 

^8.1 

ir.7 

'7406.0 

FLINTS  TONE  ELEM 

K-12 

497 

20.7 

94.5 

22.0 

2.0 

9.8 

19.7 

37.5 

11.2 

10.4 

6579.0 

MT  ^AVAf;E 

K-12 

p 

86;& 

19.6 

95.2 

42.0 

2.0 

9.4 

30.5 

47.7 

12.2 

11.2 

7253.0 

OLj)TOWN  ELEM 

K-12 

509 

18.9 

96.1 

- 

25.0 

2.0 

B  .9 

13 . 7 

29.6 

15.5 

10.6 

• 

7091.0 

ALLEGANY  SR  MI 

.9-12 

1405 

20.7 

93.9 

65^0 

3.0 

11.9 

21.0 

41.2 

10.6 

12.2 

9939.0 

beall  high 

7-12 

1232 

22.4 

96.5 

52.0 

3.0 

13.5 

21.0 

50.9 

10.7 

12.0 

8153.0 

^  BRADDOCK  JR  H I 

7-8 

T27 

16.2 

95.5 

36.0 

2.0 

10.9 

17.5 

42.5 

10.6 

12.2 

8943.0 

FORT  HILL   SR  HI 

9-12 

1563 

21.7 

93.6 

70.0 

3.0 

12.5 

22.3 

42.5 

17.4 

11.2 

78,01.0 

0 

BRUCE   SR  JR  HIGH 

7-12 

801 

20.5 

94.3 

37.0 

2.0 

14.9 

20.5 

41.0 

14.6 

11.7 

VALLEY   SR  JR 

7-12 

717 

19.9 

95.0 

34.0 

2.0 

13.3 

24.0 

47.2 

10.7 

11.4 

7745.0 

WASHINGTON  JR  HIGH 

7-6 

816 

19.0 

95.5 

42.0 

1.0 

12.6 

23.0 

39.5 

17.3 

11.2 

7794.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS, 
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(PARKSIDE  -  WASHINGTON  JR) 
TABLE  4. 


\ 


i  113.7 

b  113.8 

J  100,5 

b  106.3 


3  9*.  9 
5  lOO,^ 


J  100,7 
5     106, H 


5  1U'».5 


3  99,7 
5  10'*,3 


J  96,8 
5  10'*,8 


ALLtGAMV  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SOIOOL  NAME 

PAMKSlnE 
PLNNSYLVANiA  AvL 

PlNEY  PLAINS 

THOMAS  G  POLLEN 

WLST  SlOfl 

nfcSTiKHPOHT 

FLlNTSrONL  ELE- 

MT  SAVAbi 
OLOTOw'i  EL^M 

ALlLGA'  T  S'<  HI 
BLaLL  »'IGm 

BHaOUUCK  hi 
FOhT  niLL   jH  HI 

DRUCe   SR  JR 

VALLtt  Sk  7  103.3 

9  105.1 

^AsmI^'-TO.*  jR  high       7  10U,9 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TD  MARYLAND  NORMSt  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


3  98,0 
98,5 
7  102,9 
9  10S,7 


3  101.5 

5  108.2 

7  104.9 

9  106.8 

9  107,4 


7  ldb,3 
9  10^.^ 


7  iu^,R 
9  lOR,? 
7  107.9 


SKILL 

AREAS 

VOCABULARY 

RE AO IMG 

COMPREHENSION  ' 

LANGUAGE  TOTAL  f 

MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 

AVERAGL 

GE 

1.1*0 
6.31 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

u.3<» 
6.  09 

^jFFFp-  AVERAGr 
Er  CE 

GE 

♦  .06  '♦.65 
♦.25  6.22 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

4,49 
6.21 

DIFFER- 
LNCE 

♦  .16 

♦  .oir 

AVERAGE 

fiE 

5.  ^1  . 

6.  "^6 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

4.80 
6.31 

DIfAfr-  AVERAGE 
^  GE 

♦.51  4.71 
♦.2^  6.35 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

4,32 
6.34 

DTFFCR- 
EMCE 

♦  .39 

♦  .01 

3. 85 
5.«*7 

3. '♦9 
5.36 

♦  .36 

♦  .11 

3.87 
5,72 

3.59 
5.53 

♦  .28 

♦  .  I*' 

4.28 
5.S8 

3.95 
5.75 

♦  .33 
-.17  • 

U  .04 

5.79 

3,61 
5,78 

♦.•»3 
♦  .01 

3. 62 
W.70 

3. 16 
(».95 

♦  .^6 
-.25 

3.64 
*».92 

3.24 
5.12 

♦  .40 
-.20 

3.82 

i4  .OO 

3.62 
5.34 

♦  .20 
-.44 

3. 4J» 
5.05 

.3,32 
5.  37 

♦  .16 
-.32 

3.68 
5.79 

3.57 

s.so 

♦  .11 

♦  .  29 

3.72 
6.25 

3.66 
5.65 

♦  .06 

♦  .60 

4.10 

•     6. S3 

4.01 
5.76 

♦  .oq 

♦  .77  • 

u . 

6.42 

3,64 
5.80 

♦  ,40 

♦  .62  • 

U.75 
6.26 

3.29 
5.30 

♦  1 .  • 

♦  ,8n  • 

6*.  i;^ 

3.36 
5.53 

♦  1.20 
♦  .5Q 

•  5.90 

•  6.70 

3.72 
5.63 

♦1.4A  • 
♦1.07  • 

3<Q7 

6.4?) 

3.40 
5,67 

♦  .57  • 

♦  ,78  • 

3.76 
6.09 

5.32 

♦  .27 

♦  .77  • 

3  95 
5*.  55 

5.4« 

♦  .36 

♦  .07 

4. '7 
5.78 

3.95 
5.60 

♦ .  u? 
♦  .18 

3.76 
5.79 

3,59 
S  65 

♦  14 

3.50 
5.17 
10  .54 

.11.37 

3.27 
S.2«* 
7  . 15 
8.42 

♦ 

-,07 
♦  3.  39* 
♦2.95* 

3.95 
5.33 
7.  34 

8.50 

3.36 
5.<t2 
7.21 
8.54 

♦  .59 
-.09 
+  .13 
-.04 

•  4.10 
5.12 

10.48 

1  n  OK 

3.74 
5.63 
7.18 
8.41 

♦  .36 
-.51 

♦  3 .  30* 
♦2.55* 

3.65 
S.6u 

6.98 
7.70 

3,4? 
5,66 
7.49 
8.75 

♦  .23 
-.02 
-.51 
-1.05* 

3.21 
i«.t9 
9,15 
9,80 

?.  38 
i4.90 

7, no 

.68 

-  17 

-',tl 
♦  2.1*^  • 
♦1.12  * 

3.29 
U.65 
6.71 
8.32 

3 .  '♦6 
5.05 
7.07 
8.76 

-.17 

-.36 
-.H4 

^.S2 
U.70 
7.62 

q.  07 

3.83 
5.21 
7.04 
8.60 

-.31 
-.51 

♦  .5« 

♦  .47 

3.^1 
4,78 
6.6A 
8.32 

3,49 
5.  26 
7,29 
«,95 

-.28 
—  ,  48 
-.61  • 
-,63 

3.61 
5.55 
9.55 
8.03 

3  .55 
5 . 50 
7.23 
8.76 

4- .  06 
♦  !o5 
♦2 . 32* 
-.73 

3  .60 
5.52 
6  .69 
8.27 

3.66 
5.67 
7.28 
8.92 

-.06 
-.15 
-.59 
-.65 

3.18 

5.73 
6.74 
8.03 

4  .02 
5.87 
7.24 

8.71 

14 
14 
-.50 
-.61 

3.54 
5 .  37 
6.81 
8.47 

'  5.67 
5.90 
7.55 
9  . 10 

-.13 
-.53 
-  7  4  * 

9,  ^8 

« ,9^ 

8.fi7 

R.9U 

-.07 

9.  ou 

0  8.79 

♦  .25 

9,06 

-,06 

7,06 
8.^1 

7.2'* 

-.  lA 

7,08 
B,70 

7.28 

R.U3 

-.20 
-.13 

7.06 
8.^1 

7.22 
n.68 

-.07 

7.32 
8.90 

7,4^ 

9,01 

-.12 
-.11 

7.32 

7.41 

-,oo 

7,ttO 

7.  t4«4 

-.0«4 

7.«7 

7.37 

♦  .50 

7.57 

7,60 

-,03 

9.ftr 

♦  ,01  • 

R,7<* 

9.06 

-.32 

8.84 

♦  .40 

o,23 

-.31 

0.57 
11.00 

7.50 
8.59 

♦1.07* 
♦2.41* 

6.94 

8.GG 

7.53 
8.60 

-.59 
♦  .06 

7.49 
9.02 

7.43 
0.48 

.06 
♦  .54 

7.  34 

8.79 

7.  70 

8.  80 

-.36 

-.01 

11.35 
8.47 

6  .95 
8.66 

4  .  40* 

-.19 

0.50 
0  .57 

7.01 
0.70 

♦>1 .49 
13 

•  9.90 
8.  54 

7.01 
0.57 

♦2 .89* 

-.03 

7.52 
9.05 

7.23 
8.90 

.29 
♦  .15 

8. 11 

7.22 

4  ,flo  • 

7,05 

7.27 

-.22 

7.^1 

7.23 

♦  .08 

7.41 

7.50 

-.09 

♦  SEE  CHAPTER  *,    SECTION  *.1.2  FOR  DEF IN  I T IONS 

*  ACCOHPANVING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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.(PARKSIDE  -  WASHINGTON  JR) 
TABLE  5. 


allegmmv  County 
schoou  system 


SCHOOL  NAME 

f 

PARKS I nE 

PENNSYLVANIA  AVE 
PINEY  PLAl<^S 
THOMAS  a  PULLED 
iflCbT  SrOE 
KLSTEj^mPOHT 

'funtstcnl  ellm 

MT  SAVAGL 

OLOTOJ^i  ELcM 

ALLCOAN-Y  b.4  HI 
OtALL  HIGh 

OHaOUOCK  J  4  III 
FORT  MILL  5R  HI 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO 
AJ^/EASi   WITH  NONVERBAL  ArBl^ 
SfATlSTlCALLY  CONTROLLED^ 


MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
tTY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 


^^^^^   SKILL  ARE-nS 


iVpf^fABULARY 

GRADE  AVERAGt  AVtMAjii    MARY- *f 
V  LAND 
SAS  G^A  NORM 


3  H3,T 
b  113,8 


100,5 
106,3 


9(1,9 
100,4 


3  100,7 
5  lUb,(l 


95,8 
104,5 


99,7 
104,3 


96,8 
104,8 
104.2 
103.5 

98,0 
98,9 
1U2,9 
105,7 

101.5 
10B.2 
104.9 
106.1 


H,40 
6,34 

3,85 
5,47 


3,63 
4,70 


3.68 
5,79 


H,75 
6,26 


3.76 
6,09 


3,50 
5,17 
10.54 
11.37 


3,21 
4,49 
9,15 
9,80 


3.61 
5.55 
9. 55  > 
1.03 


*i  107,4  9,3fc 

7  105.3  7,06 

^  106,5  B,/>1 

7  106.8  7,32 

y  10fl,2  9,06 


4,42 
6,35 

^,57 
5,71 


3.22 
5.20 


^•59 
S,72 


3,27 
S,'i5 


5,52 
5.54 


3,34 
5.56 
7.21 
1.76 


3.41 
b,  04 
7,13 
9,02 


3.(4 
S.I7 

7.35 
9.14 


9,21 


7,40 
0,11 


DIFFFR- 
Ei  CE 


.02 
.01 


4,28 
-.?4 


♦  ,40 
-.50 


♦  ,09 

♦  ^07 


I  .4f^ 
♦  .71 


♦  .2^ 

♦  .55 


READING  COMPREHENSION 
AVERAGE 


MARY- 
LAND 

GE  NORM 


4,65 
6,22 

3,87 
5,72 


3,64 
4,92 


3,72 
6,25 


4,56 
6,12 


3,91j 
5,55 


♦.16  3.95. 

-.41  5,3y 

♦  3.26*  *7.34 

♦2,<1*  1.50 


-,?n 
-,55 


♦  2 


2. a?  • 

♦  ,7^ 


-.03 
-.32 
♦2.20* 
-1.11* 


♦  .17 


-.34 
-,50 


3,29 
4,68 
6,71 
8,32 


3.60 
S.52 
6.69 
1.27 


8,87 


7,08 
8,70 


7,56  7,40 


4,51 
6.35 

3.63 
5.75 


3.26 
5.27 


3.65 
5.75 


3.32 
5.60 


3.58 
5.58 


3,39 
5.63 
7.21 
1.6.1 


3.47 
5.12 
7.15 
8.87 


3  .70 
5.90 
7.35 
9.00 


9.07 


7.39 
0.97 


9.30 


♦  .5f>         A,  74 


7,54 
9,17 


DIFFER- 
ENCE 


♦  .14 
-.13 

♦  .24 
-.03 


♦.38 
-.35 


♦.07 
♦.50 


♦  1.24 
♦.52 


♦.37 
-.03 


LANgIjaGE  TOTAL 
AVEHAGE 


GE 


5.51 
6.56 

4.9fl 
■^.58 


3.82 
4,90 


4,  lO 
6.53 


5.70 
6.70 


4,-^7 
5,78 


♦.56  4.10 

-.30  5.12 

♦.06  10.48 

-.11  10.96 

-.18  3.52 

-.47  4,70 

-.44  7.62 

-.55  9,07 

-.10  3*18 

-Ol  5.73 

-.6<*  6.74 

-.73  $^03' 


-,20 


.31 
.27 


7.06 
8.61 


.14  7.A7 
.43  9,p4 


MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 


4,80 
6.47 


3.98 
5.90 


3.63 
5,45 


3.99 
5.91 


3.69 
5.76 


3.93 
5.75 


DIFFFR. 
ENCE 


♦  .51 

♦  .09 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 
AVERAGE 


3.75 
5.78 
7.33 
0.66 

3.83 
5.31 
7.21 
8.07 


4.04 
6.04 
7.39 
8.98 


7.42 
H,95 


.30 
.3P 


♦  .19 
-.55 


♦  .11 

♦  .62 


♦  1.51 
♦  .94 


.44 
.03 


♦  .35 
-.66 
♦3.15* 
♦2. 30* 


.31 
.61 
.41 
.20 


-.16 
-.31 
-.65 
-.95« 


9.04  ♦.OiJ 


.36 
.34 


MARY- 
LAND 
GE  NORM 


7.56  ^.31 
9.12  ♦.!? 


4.71 
6.35 

4,0M 
5,79 


3,4fl 
5,05 


4,04 
6.42 


3.97 
6.45 


3.76 
5.79 


3.6b 
5.64 
6.98 
7.70 


3,21 
4,7fl 
6,68 
8.32 


a. 54 

5.37 
6.81 
8.47 


9,06 


7.^2 

«.oo 


7.57 
a. 92 


4,3a 
6,49 

3,66 
5.93 


3.35 
5.49 


3,67 
5,94 


3,40 
5,80 


3.62 
5,78 


DTFFER- 

E»»CC 


♦  .33 


♦.38 
-.14 


♦.13 
-.44 


♦  .37 
♦.48 


57 
65 


•  14 
.01 


3.46 
5,8 
7 
8 


19 
18 
56 
17* 


3,52 
5,35 
7,42 
9,U 


3.71 
6.07 
7.60 
9.23 


9.30 


7,64 
9,20 


7.7fl 


9,39 


-.31 

-.57  * 

-.74  < 

-.79  * 

-.17 
-.70* 
-.79* 
-.76* 


-.24 


-.32 
-.30 


-.21 


BRUCE  SR  JR 
VALLEY  SR  JH 


7  107.9 

9  104.5 

7  102.3 

9  105.1 


8.57 
11.00 

11.35 
8.47 


7.68 
8.18 

7  .07 
8.9S 


*ASHlNfJTON  JR  HIGH       7     104,9         8.11  7,35 


♦.89* 
♦2.12* 

♦4.28* 
-.41 


♦  .76 


6.94 
8.66 


8.50 
1.57 


7,05 


7.65 
8.73 

7.09 
8.10 


7.35 


-.71* 

-.07 

+1.41* 

-.23 


-.30 


7.49 

9.02 

9.90 
8.^4 


7.^1 


7.65 
8.75 


-.16 
♦  .27 


7.U  +2.74* 
8.11  «.27 


7.34 

8.79 


7.52 
9.05 


7.41 


7.  88 
8.98 


7.36 
9.05 


7.60 


-.54 
-.19 


.16 
.00 


-.19 


^     J«^SM:j?NVil,?MEi°2cE"'k%^E5.""''''''°'''  °'  ""SANATION  or  ASTEMSK  ,., 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYST^EM  LEVEL-^-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSI-ffiNT  INFORMATION 


4.3 


1 


ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 
"School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


7  "U^C 


A  Goal  Setting  Activities.     The  Anne  Arundel  County  Public 

Schools,   in  accordant  with  legislative  mandate ,   j^^^^^xvely  devel- 
oping and  implementing  A  program  of  public  .accountability .  County 
wide  goals  and  objectives  in  reading,  writing,  maUiematics 
havl  been  completed.     These  were  developed  by  committees  of  teachers, 
a^ListratorS,  coordinators,   parents,  and  students  under  the  lead- 
ership of  the  appropriate  program  coordinator. 

The  goals  in  each  of  these  three  program  areas,   as  adopted 
by  the  Board  of  Education,  are  county-wide  goa^s  applicable  for  all  . 
schools.     These  goals  are  also  compatible  with  the  overall  Goals 
for  ?nstruction"  of  the  local  Board  of  Education  'and  the  appropriate 
program  goals  adopted  by  the  State  Board  of  Education. 

B  Anne  Arundel  County  School  System  Goals. ^   Based  upon  the 

State-wide  Goals  in  reading,  writing,   and  mathematics,   adopted  by 
the  Maryland  state  Board  of  Education,  Anne  Arundel  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals; 

The  Reading  program  is  designed  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
students  of  Anne  Arundel  by  enabling  them  to: 
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1.  Develop  the  ability  to  select  and  utilize  materials 
for  meeting  cultural  and  practical  purposes. 
Students  must  be  able  to  use  a  variety  of  print 
and  non-print  resources  to  locate  information 
suitable  to  ^rposes  and  to  select  materials 
accordiij.g  tp-ilevel  of  difficulty  and  content.     They  - 
must  be  able  to  organize  and  utilize  information 
they  read.     These  skills  will  enable  them  to 
function  in  society. 

2.  Develop  individual  decoding  systems  which  can  be  ^ 
utilized  independently.     The  achievement  of  this 
goal  enables  students  to  perform  two  tasks  which 
are  basic  to  success  in  reading.     First,  students 
must  have  the  skills  to  apply  their  individual 
decoding  systems  for  recognizing  unfamiliar  printed 
words.     Their  systems  might  include  the  use  of 
context,  structural  and  phonic  clues.     Then  they 
can  instantaneously  and  simultaneously  pronounce 
words  and  determine  meaning  in  context. 

3.  Develop  skills  necessary  to  attain  the  level  of 
comprehension  suitable  to  task  and  type  of  material.  , 
Since  levels  of  comprehension  are  affected  by 
purposes  and  types  of  materials,   students  must  be 
able  to  identify  personal  purposes  for  reading. 

They  must  be  able  to  recognize  and  relate  facts 
to  their  backgrounds  of  experiences  and  concepts. 
They  must  be  able  to  utilize  their  intellectual 
curiosity  and  previous  experience  and  knowledge  in" 
order  to  develop  the  ability  to  ask  questions  while 
reading.     Additionally,   they  should  be  able  to  use 
facts  to  interpret  information  and  apply  their 
interpretation  to  problematic  or  creative  situations. 

4.  Derive  satisfaction  from  reading  through  the  develop- 
ment of  interest,  desire,   and  habit.     As  students 
achieve  this  goal,  they  can  and  do  read.     When  a 
student  chooses  reading  as  a  self-selected  activity, 
finds  it  a  satisfying  experLence,   and  continues 
reading  as  an  adult,  reading  goals  have  been  met. 

In  Writing  the  program  is  designed  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  students  of  Anne  Arundel  County  be  enabling  them  to: 

1.  Understand  the  need  for  writing  in  the  everyday  life 
of  every  person. 

2.  Combine  and  organize  thoughts  in  v/ritten  form  for 
'       effective  communication. 
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"3.      Express  or  record  ideas /information  and  feelings 
iri  writing,  adapting  style,  form,  and  language 
usage \to. the  different  purposes  for  writing. 

4.       Utilize  spelling,  punctuation,  and  other  mechanics 
of  English  as  devices  for  effective  written 
communication. 

In  Mathematics  the  program  is  designed  to  meet 'the  needs 
of  the  students  of  Anne  Arundel  County  by  enabling  them  to: 

1.  Understand  numbers,  number  properties  and 
.numeration  systems.  '  . 

2.  Perform  numerical  and  algebraip  operations. 

3.  Understand  and -^pply  the  conce.pts  .of  measurement 
and'  probability. 

4.  '     Understand  and  use  graphs. 

5.  Understand  geometric  relationships  and  apply 
formulas  and  theorems.  ' 

Objective  Setting  Activities.     Specific  measurable 
county-wide  objectives*  under  each  program  goal  in  reading,,  writing 
and  mathematics  were  also  prepared  as  county-wide  objectives  for 
all  schools.     These  are  overall  objectives  of  the  P5°g^^^L^°^v . 
"average"  students.     They  have  been  divided  for  eadh  Pjogrdm  into 
four  levels:"    Kindergarten  through  Grade  2;  Grades  3  through  5, 
Grades  6  through  8,  and  Grades  9  through  12.  .  ^ 

Personnel  at  each  of  these  levels  in  each  school  have 
hedxm  a  needs  assessment  in  September,   1974  to  determine  and  list 
specific  objectives  -in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics  a,ppro 
priate  for  the  students  and  in  keeping  with  the  approved  ohjec- ■ 
tives  for  the  county.     Each  school  has  four  options:  ^ 


*It  is  understood  and  so  stated  by  the  Board  of  Education  that  the 
establishing  of  specific  objectives  by  schools  does  "^ot  guarantee 

'that  all  children  will  be  able,  or  expected  to  master  all  obDec 
tives"r~However,  establishing  objectives  does  commit  the  school 
to  plan  programs  of  instruction  that  permit  ^^9^  student  to  pro  | 
gress  and  to  attain  a  level  of  mastery  appropriate  for  the  learner 
The  word  '"appropriate"  refers  to  rate  of  learning  and  depth  of 
understanding  and  application  of  learning. 

•N.  ■ 

.      '-I   ■  • 
/  / 
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accept  the  county  objectives  as  local  school 
objectives  ^ 

select  certain  objectives  from  th4  county  list 
as  priorities  for  the  school 
.•^       revise  some  or  all  of  the  objectives  from  the , 
"       county  list  to  achieve  greater  spe'cificity 

•  refine  some  or  all' of  the  objectives  from  the 
.  county  list  to  achieve  greater  clarification 

rJoi-o^i;^-  assist  in  the  needs  assessment  process,  data  for 
determining  student  needs  in  reading,  writing  and  mathematics 
are  being  obtained  from  three  sources: 

•  Professidnal  Staff  -  what  do  we,  as  professional 
teachers,  think  the  student  needs  to  know?. 

'   •        Students  -  what  do  our  students  in  this  school 
think  they  need  to  know? 

•  .Parents  -  what  do  the  parents  of  the  students  in 
this  school  think  their  yotingsters  need  to  Jcnow? 
(In  September,   1974,  a  criterion- referenced  test 

.       reading  and  mathematics  was  .  given  couTity-wide  - 
at  several  grade  levels  to  supplement  needs  assess- 
ment infojnnation  available  from  local  school 
diagnostic  testing.) 

;  In  addition,  county  and  area. of f ice  personnel  have  been 

available  to  assist  local  schools  with:  '  ' 

obtaining  data  for  needs  assessment  .    *  ' 

planning  management  strategies 

interpreting  State  and  county  goals  and  objectives 
determining  appropriate  objectives 
Evaluating  present  programs  in  light  of  stated 
objectives  '  ^ 

•  planning,  or  revising  program  as  needed 

'^H.  ^         -^l  February,   1975,   each  school  will  submit  in  writing  to 

mSp^^hS"'?-!    i^P^'^'-'^i?'''^^''^  instruction  a  statement  of  objec- 

tives by  level  iij  reading-,  writing,  and  mathematics,  as  adopted 
by  the  school..    In  turn,  these  will  be  submitted  to  the  Maryland 

?^^^?^^^^^^  2^  Educatipn  in  April,   1975,  after  approval  by 
the  local  Board  of  Education.     These  objectives  will  be .reviewed' 
and  aijalyzed  periodically  as  needed. 


OS 
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Beyond  the  accountability  activities  le^slated  at  the 
State  level,  county-wide  general  goals  haA^e  plso  bSfen  set  as  of 
June,  1974,  in  all  other  program  areas  beyond  reading,  writing,  - 
and  mathematics.     These  include  goals  for  instructional  pr6grams 
such  as  Social  Studies  and -Science,  as  well  as  goals  for  sery,ice  . 
programs  such  as-;  Counseling .     ^  ° 

Specific  measurable  objectives  for  all  of  these  other 
program  areas  are  scheduled  for 'completion  in  June,  1975* 

Once  objectives  have  been  set,^the  next  step  is  to 
measure  the  extent  to  which  theSe  objectives  have  been  met.  Our 
■plans  provide  foJi:  "the  development  of  measuring  instruments  to 
determine  the  extent  to  whiqh  students  in  each  'school  are 
achieving  the  objectives  set  by  that  scho9^1.     Tests  to  measure 
the  achievement,  of  our  bbjectives  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathe- . 
matics  are  scheduled  for  cpmpletion  \h  June,   197.6.     Means  of 
measuring  the  achievement  of  objectives  in  all  other  program  areas 
are  scheduled  to  be  developed  bypecember,  1977. 

C  '   Comments  on  the  AccounbaBllity  Assessment  Program-Results. 

In  the  meantime,  it  is  -stil.1  necessary,  to,  get  some  laea.ot  the  , 
achievement  level  of  our  sttfdents.     During  the  past  school  year, 
the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  was  used  for  that  purpose.  Although 
the  ITBS  does  not  relate  well  to  our  goals  and  objectives   (espec-  . 
ially  in  the  area  of  mathematics)   it  does  provide  a  general  measure 
of  basic  skills  achievement  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics. 

The  ITBS  results,   in  ^rade  equivalence   (GE)   units,  reveal 
how  well  the  students  scored  on  the  test.     The  'advantage  of  the 
reporting  system  chosen  by  the- State  Department  of  Education  is 
that  it  allows  us  .to  hold  constant  the  effects  of  student  ability 
and  socio-economic  background.    Thus,  by  reading  the  column 
labeled  "Difference",  we  can  get  a  first,   crude  measure  of  the 
effect  of  schqpls  and  programs  on  student  achievement. 

In  Anne  Arundel  County,   these  test  scores  are  just  about 
what  we  expected.     Our  schools  performed  best  ort  the  Vocabulary, 
Reading  Comprehension,  and  Language  sub-tests  in  grades  3  and  5. 
This  probably  reflects  the  emphasis  we  have  given  to  allocating 
resources  to- the  elementary ' school  reading  program.  . 

Overall,  Qur  schools  did  not  perform  as  well  as  other 
schools  in  the  State  in  Arithmetic*    We  are  currently  implementing 
a  revised  Mathematics'  curriculum  ip  the  county,  adding  a  few  new 
schools  to  the  program  each  year.     As  this  program  is  implemented  in 
more  of  Our  schools  at  all  grade  levels,   improvements  in  mathe- 
matics achievement  are  expected. 

do  no?  exceed  state  averages,  we  nevertheless  have  several  high 
tchJeving  sShoo^f  Which  exceed  Sirate  averages  by  a  considerable 
margin.  O  n  '  ' 


nt-ho>.  =  K  also,  our  schools  did  not  perform  as  well  as 

school  ?eve}^  '?h?^^  "^^^^^  ^^^^  junior  h^gh  ' 

scnool  level..    This>  too,  may  be  a  result  of  the  emphasis  we 

n?n^  ti'^^''  ^°  ^l^^I^tary,  school  programs  in  recent  years.  Begin- 
ning this^year,  we  hope  to  give  more  emphasis  to  junior  high 
programs.- jor  example,   specifically  related  to  the  reading/writing 
?^nt^;        ^^T^  several  reading  resource  teachers  at  the 

menis    w^^^  '  a  result. of  these  and  other  program  adjust- 

ments, we  also  expect  achievement  at- the  junior  high  level  to 
improve  in  future  years.  •  .  1. 

Unmet  Needs  For  Resouirces  to  ^Permit  Improvement  of 
th^^I^f  and^^vice.     Finally,   speaking  again  on  an  overall  level, 
^^Sn  JSS^'f'-J'fnn  P^^P^^  Arundel  County  has  corisistently 

been  about  $100  per  pupil  below  the  State  average.    For  an  e!^en- 
tary  school  .of  about  600,  this  means  that  were,  we  just  able  to 
spend  at  thft  State  average,  that  school  would  have  about  $60,000  - 
per  year  to  devote  to  improving  programs  for  the  .students  in  that 
school.     And  since* our  teacher  salaries  are  already  among  the 

"-"^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  the  $60,^000  would  be  avail- 

able to  reduce  class  size  and  purchase  additional  materials  and 

J?.';o^^J?^\  ^^^""^  ""^^  ^°^^t  th^t  this  too.  would  have  a  posi- 

tive effect  on  our  students'  achievement  levels. 


i  f )  0 
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ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


*•      COMMUNITY   CHARACTFR ISTirS 


(I) 

(2  ) 

(3) 

TOTAL 

MEDIAN 

PERCENT 

POPULATION 

FAMILY 

DISADVANTAGED  - 

INCOME 

SCHOOL  AjQE  CHILDREN 

297,539 

$11,478 

'  ^5.8 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVIL 

MALES'  25  YEARS 
.OF   AGE  cm  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOQL  'yEARS)  . 

'            (  5)  , 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE   OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

12.2 

12.1 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS    (AS  OR.  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

.TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10,) 

AVERAGE  " 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

78,172 

$11,128 

$17,838 

.8.6 

18^4 

(II) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12  ) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG,.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE ' 

19.2 

 —  — T  

20.0 

90.6 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS      (FOR  I972-I973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

(15) 

(16) 

 \  — 

(17) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OF/ ICE) 

.  COSTS 

$900.40 

$698.91 

77.8 

$26.61 

( 16) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OjtFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
-PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20)                   ^  . 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  * 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 

-SERVICES 

2.9 

$11.92 

1.3 

ERIC 


•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TaAl?. 

4-30 


ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABIlIiTY    (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE) 


AND  ACADEMIC  A' 


CHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


.  AS  OF   9/30/73,   ADJUSTED   TO   INCLUDE   NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

„„,  .,,u„.ns  ..<••"  >'  """""  ™»-»  **'"""'  "  ' 

FOR    SACH   SKILL  ARE/S. 


1  (]  9 
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ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  (CONTINUED) 


.        OF  g/30/73,  ABJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

•        °  ;   •  .  T.M.n  SPM«G  D.V-.DED  .V  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.    EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTACE. 


ft 
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(ANNAPOLIS  -  FERNDALE) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RE^RCES 
PROFILE* 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

iff " 

o  c  a  ^  e  u  ▼ 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
HASTER'S 
■  DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

hent 

(2) 

PUPI L/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

4>BltCENT 
DI SAD- 

Van- 

TAGED 
(10) 

HEDI AN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
HOTHER 
(11) 

HEDIAN 
FAHILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

te  acher 

.  (5) 

ADH IN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADHIN. 

(8) 

INCOME 
(  %  ) 

(12) 

ANNXPOL'IS  gleh 

K*-6 

256 

23.  3 

94.6 

10.0 

1.0 

11.1 

9«1 

21.1 

12.5 

10263.0 

ARNOLD  ELEH 

K-6 

659 

25.  3 

95.  3 

25.0 

1.0 

11.6 

21.0 

15.4 

10.8 

12.5 

12968.0 

BELLE  GROVE  ELEH 

1-6 

300 

25.0 

96.0 

11.3 

1.0 

9.2 

11.0 

•25.0 

3.0 

10.5 

11484.0 

act  ifCnCnC     CI  C  kt 

BcLVcDcRc  ^LcH 

1-6 

S^b 

27.7 

95.6 

29.5 

1.0 

10-.  7 

10.0 

19.7 

5.8 

12.4 

13031.0 

BENFIELD 

K-6 

632 

22.7 

97.3 

25.9 

2.0 

12.5 

21.3  10.4 

3.3 

J.2.5 

14927.0 

BODKIN  ELEH 

K-6 

869 

27.4 

93.^ 

29.7 

2.0 

10.1 

29.0 

9.5 

3.  3 

12.2 

12178.0 

BROCK  BRIDGE 

K-6 

668 

26.  7 

96.2 

23.0 

2.0 

4.2 

16'.  0 

8.0 

A. 4 

12.4 

12282.0 

BROOKLYN  PARK  ELEH 

K-6 

672 

23.2 

95.7 

27.0  V 

2.0 

12.5 

17.5 

24.1 

9.0 

10.2 

10921.0 

CAPE  ST  CLAIR 

K-6 

1016 

23.3 

95.0 

41.5 

2.0 

7.3 

20.5 

20.7 

h^O 

12.5 

12495.0 

CARRfE  R  WEE  DON 

K-6 

162 

24.9 

95.7 

5.5 

1.0 

14.1 

21.3 

0.0 

14.  3 

12 . 1 

10838.0 

C  ENTRAL 

K-6 

728 

21.4 

96.9 

32.0 

2.0 

9.9 

•V, 

22.8 

41*.  2 

4.0 

12.  3 

11922 .0 

crofton 

K-6 

525 

23.9 

94.0 

21.0 

1.0 

7.6 

17.5 

18.2 

7.1 

12 . 5 

16918.0 

crofton  woods 

K-6 

796 

26>.5 

94.7 

29.0 

1.0 

7.6' 

18.0 

6.7 

3.3 

12.0 

17603.0 

DAVlDSOfWILLE 

K-6 

568 

26.4 

95.6 

20.5 

1.0 

0.5 

22.0 

13.9 

10.4 

12.0 

11462.0 

D6AL6 

K-6 

201 

26.6 

95.0 

6.5 

1.0  - 

12.6 

10.0 

13.3 

,4.7 

12.1 

10421.0 

EASTPORT                           PRE  K-6 

346 

24.7 

94..  1 

13.0 

1.0 

7.5 

10.0 

35.  7 

10  1 0 

12.4 

11373.0 

EDGEWATER 

K-6 

581 

21.5 

93.5 

2^:0 

1.0 

10.7 

21.0 

7.4 

4.6 

12.2 

11749.0 

FERNDALE 

K-6 

335 

23.9  , 

96.7 

13.0 

1.0 

'  -8.5 

25.0 

21.4 

6.5 

11.5 

11597.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR   SEFINITIO^J  OP  TERMS. 


ERIC 
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(ANNAPOLIS  -  FERNDALE)  .  - 

ATTHM  nF  A^V^IPVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4.  rNiERlA^ABILlTY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 


ANJ4E  ARUNULL  COUrtTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SKILL  APE AS 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY  READING  COHPREHENSION  LAMGUAGE  TOTAL 

,.crr„  AvcRAOr  MART-      DIFFER-  «vLpAGC    KARY-    .  DIFFFR.  AvrP^GE    MARY-  OtFFER- 

SCHO^L  .MHE  GRADE  AVERAGE  AVER.Gt     HjPY-       ClFFr-  AVERAGF  HART         J^^^     ^  ^^^^         ..CE  tJNO         E  CE 

j^AS  GF        NORM  GE  »ORM 


ANNAPOLIS  cLEM 

3 

9B.0 
92.0 

3.33 
(t.61 

3.»5 
<t.66 

-.12 
-.05 

3,3S 

AHiiOLu  ELL  4 

3 

99.0 
iO^.O 

3.71 
5.A1 

1.53 
5.59 

♦  .lA 

♦  .26 

3,79 
5,09 

dtLLE  aROVE  tLtM 

'j 

107,0 
100,0 

*3.79 

14.92 

3.90 
b.ll 

-.u 

-.19 

3,98 
4,96 

OtLVtOEHE  LLEM 

3 
b 

106,0 
lUS.O 

K.  15 
&.9(« 

3.92 
5.61  . 

♦  .;?3 

^,02 
*,79 

UkilFlLl  0 

3 

i09,0 
i09,0 

<4  .<47 

6.27 

d.li 
5.9!i 

•  .3b 

•  .32 

4  ,74 
6,3B 

bOLKlli  ELb  n 

3 

b 

102,0 
99, 0 

3.66 
9 . 92 

3.6B 
5.17 

-.02 
♦  .3"i 

3,5b 
5,40 

tJMOCK  afllUOE 

3 

b 

99,0 
lOft.O 

3.77 
b.77 

3.52 
5.7H 

•  .25 
-.01 

3,73 
5,50 

OMOOKLYW  Park  LLtM 

b 

96.0 
9<4,0 

3.614 
b.ix 

^.?6 
4.60 

♦  .46 

3,66 
S.29 

CAhE  ST  CLAIR 

3 

b 

101.0 
101.0 

3.6A 
S.«*7 

3.6«» 
5.34 

♦  .oa 

♦  .l^ 

3.72 
5,52 

CAMRiC  R  *t.EOO» 

3 

b 

iQtt.O 
105.0 

4  .00 
9.63 

/ 

1.7fl 

S,3fi 

•  .2? 

♦  .25 

tt,32 
5.94 

CtnTMAl 

3 
b 

102.0 
99.0 

3.5(. 
5.29 

3.69 
«>.  16 

-.13 
•  .07 

3-34 
5.45 

CKOFTO'' 

3 

b 

100.0 
101.0 

3.53 
b.6f 

3.62 

-,0O 

•  ,  1ft 

3.64 
5.37 

3.51 
4.7H 


-.13 
♦  .15 


CHaFTO»:  wOjOS 
CiAv/lU-.'^f^VULt 
OLaLC 

EASTPO"T 

EOoE-mTER 

FEhNDAl  E 


J  106, 
b  i04, 


^  •  9*> 
b  101 


97 


97 

90 


3  90 
b  101 


4.?2 


3.4f, 
b.45 


3.02 
b.2S 


3.0? 
b.OO 


3.2*^ 
4.Q5 


3.52 
S.*»7 


?.9^ 
«>,74 


S,27 


^,30 
s.  1 1 


S.03 


^  .4l  O 

-».vo 


3^.4  3 
5.24 


•  .*i4 


•  .  l'^ 


•  .44 
»  .  l'» 


-,P7 


1 1 

-;  i'=> 


•  ,09 

•  ,33 


4  ,20 
6.12 


^.5i 
«i.32 


3.66 
5,26 


3.11 
4,95 


3.37 

5.00 


3.44 
5.43 


3.57  ^.22 
5.60  ♦.29 


4.00 
5.18 


-.02 
-.22 


3.52 
4.n2 


4  .14 
5.05 


4  .45 
5.17 


4.00 
5.66 

♦  .02 

♦  .13 

4.4  1 

4.  19 
5.97 

♦  .b5 

5,^6 
6.36 

3.74 
5.23 

-.19 
♦  .25 

4  ."5 
5.t)8 

3.57 
5.85 

♦  .16 
-.35 

3.Q6 

3.30 
4.75 

♦  .36 

♦  .54 

4.14 
5.16 

3.69 
5.39 

♦  .03 

♦  .13 

4.  n5 

5.  '\7 

3.B7 
5.47 

♦  .45 

♦  .47 

4.74 
^.«^6 

3.75 
5.23 

-.01 
♦  .22 

3.'>5 
5.16 

3.63 
5.46 

♦  .01 
-.09 

4.11 
5.^5 

4.02 
.  69 


3.55 
5.34 


.43 

.20 


•  .26 

•  .43 


-.03 
-.02 


♦  .43 

•  .06 


3.31 

5.09 


3.43 
5.16 


.20 
.  14 


-.06 
-.  16 


4.53 
i^.'»l 


3.78 
5.08 


4.n6 
n.S2 


3.^6 
5.  *6 


-^.57 
4.Q6 


3.86 
4.84 


3.91 
5.72 


4.34 
5.44 


4.33 
8.79 


4.50 
6.11 


4.08 
5.37 


3.91 
5.97 


3.67 
5.03 


4.03 
5.51 


4.20 
b.60 


4.09 
b.36 


3.96 
5.63 


4.33 

•5.84 


3.90 
5.4ft 


3.47 
5.31 


^.fl9t 
«i.?8 


.3« 

.02 


>.23 
♦  .23 


-.27 


♦  .08 

♦  .20 


3.35 
4.81 


3.56 
5.92 


3.94 
b.*6 


3.9« 

5.90 


3.79 
5.32 


3.60 
5.21 


3.79 
5.29 


t  SEE  CHAPTER  ^^  SECTION  ^ 
**    ACCOMP/rYING  "DIFFERENCE 


.i.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS 
'  SCORES. 


0/!  TERMS  USED  AND 


i  -.03 

EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  I*) 


3.83 

5.50 


.  14 

.20 


♦  .15 


•  .07 


-.1? 
-.40 


•  .27 

•  .20 


-.1? 


♦  .06 
-.2? 


3.66 
|>.37 


3. '^2 
5.57 


3.ni 

5.77 


3.'^0 
b.37 


3.67 
5.53 


3.22 
5.04 


3.43 
5.4^ 

S,  35 
b.'^l 


3.53 
4.90 


3.60 
5.76 


3.98 
5.H7 


3.96 
5.83 


♦  .56 

4.45 

4,12 

♦  .25 

6. to 

6.14 

-.0? 

3.67 

3.7* 

♦  .11 

5.60 

5.41 

♦  .0^ 

3.51 

3.59 

-.01 

5.55 

6.01 

♦  .47 

3.73 

3. Hi 

♦  .13 

5.52 

5.06 

•  .OP 

3.76 

3.70 

♦  .06 

5.5a 

^.55 

♦  .54 

4.00 

*  3.83 

♦  .26 

5.6f 

5.6H 

3.74 
5.41 


3.68 

*^.66 


4,00 
5.88 


3.5b 
H.53 


3.46 
5.37 


3.38 
5.26 


3.49 
5.3H 


3.53 
5.54 


-.09 


♦  .16 


-.0» 
-.01 


-.01 
♦  .07 


♦  .35 

♦  .3«i 


-.07 
♦.19 


-.08 
-.46 


♦  .32 

♦  ,46 


♦  •06 

♦  ,03 


♦.17 
♦  .02 


r.o9 

-.04 


-.16 
-.09 


-.19 
-.11 


-.08 
-.16 


♦  .19 

•  •16 


-.16 
-•22 


-•06 
♦  •09 


-•18 
-•03 


1 0  r 
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TABLE  5, 


ANnC  *nUNU£L  CUUNTY 
SCiiOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

J^ATT^xxil'^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOC  I OECONOM IC '  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*'  • 


Wabulary 

SCHO'OL  fUHC  GRAUE  AVE^AGC  AVFra^L  MA»»Y- 

LAND 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANQUKQZ  TOTAL 


SAS 


r,E 


NORM 


DIFFFN-  ifVCRAGC  maRY* 
t^'CE    .  LANU 
OE  NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MaRy- 
ENCE  LAND 
r«e  NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


OIFFFr-  AVER/>Gr  MARY- 
ENCE  LAND 
GF  NORM 


DTFFCR- 

ENCE 


antmpolIS  £LEM 
AH;^D  ZLt  * 

bcllc  grove  CLCM 

Uk^LVCDERC  cLLM 

bLNFlLLU 

UOjKIN  ELL  1 
BHOCK  dHID&C 
BROOKLYN  Park  tLEM 

CAHE  iT  CLAIR 

CAmHU  H  M^eoor 


96,0 
92,0 


99,0 
101,0 


J  107,0 
b  100,0 


^  106,0 
b  iQb,0 


109,0 
109,0 


102,0 
99,0 


99,0 

ion,o 


96,0 
9ti,0 


101.0 
101,0 


3  lOU.O 
3  103,0 


Cb..4Tral<=^' 


CHOFTOM 


CROFTon  WOjD!» 


OAtflDSONVIcLEL 


DLALE 


EASTPOPT 


£Dg£«AtLR 


flrnuale 


102,0 
99.0 


100. 0 
lUl.O 


106.0 
104.0 


99.0 
lUl.O 


97.0 
99,0 


99.0 
97,0 


3,33 
«».6i 


3^ri 


3.79 
<*.92 


5.94 


6,27 


3.66 
b.52 


3,77 
5,77 


'3.6ti 


3.6S 

b.«47 


(t-OO 
b.63 


3.?»6 
5.25 


3, S3 
5.66 


<«.22 
6.2n 


3«ti^ 
b.tiS 


3,A2 

b.2S 


3.02 
&.00 


J  97.0  3.29 
b       9fi .  0         i» .  Qs, 


3.(»1 


3.4B 
5.51 


3.99 
S.i7 


^.93 

S.60 


1.12 
5.91 


1.67 

5. on 


5.Bb 


3.29 
(4.65 


3.61 
■^.25 


5. no 

5.'»2 


5.67 
^>.Ofl 


5. a" 

5. PS 


S.51 


(40 
5,25 


-,0B 
♦  .i3 


.23 
.30 


..20 
-.25 


♦  .22 

♦  .34 


♦  .3"^ 

♦  .33 


-,0| 
♦  ,44 


♦  .29 
-.OB 


♦  .35 

♦  .49 


♦  .07 

♦  .2? 


♦  .20 

♦  .21 


-.  1  1 
♦  .1  7 


*  .41 


♦  .?o 

♦  .77 


♦  .ro 


3.3B 
4,B9 


3.79 
5.B9 


3.96 
4,96 


,*».02 
5,79 


4,74 
6.3B 


3,5b 
5,46 


3,73 
5,50 


3,66 
5,29 


3.72 
5. 52 


4.32 
5.94 


3.74 
5.45 


3.64 
^1.37 


4. 20 
6.12 


5.52, 
5.32 


5.35 

5. on 


5.22 
4.91 


3.35. 

4.99 


-3  9fl,0,  3.52  3,41 
b     101,0         5,57  ^.25 


♦  .47 

♦  .  17 


-.20 
♦  .00 


.06 

.Ot» 


♦  .tt 

♦  .3P 


3,B6 
5.26 


e.  11 
4,95 


5.37 
5,00 


3.44 
5.43 


3.47 
4.59 


3.b3 
5.56 


4.07 
5.24 


4.00 
5.64 


4.20 
5.96 


3.73 
5.  16 


5.53 
5,^B 


3.33 
4.75 


3.67 
5.32 


5.07 
5.4B 


5.  73 
5. 16 


3.(>0 
5.32 


4.00 
5.36 


,55 
>32 


3.40 
5.16 


.  5.27 
5.00 


3.*40 
5.Ufl 


-.09 
♦.30 


♦  .26 

♦  .33 


-.09 

♦  .02 

♦  .15 


♦  .54 

♦  .42 


,-.lB 
♦  .32 


♦  .20 
-.3B 


♦  .33 

♦  .54 


♦  .05 

♦  .20 


♦  .45 
♦.46 


♦  .01 

♦  .20 


♦  .04 

♦  .05 


♦  .2« 

♦  .56 


-.01 
♦  .00 


♦  .46 

♦  .10 


-.  16 

-.05 


-.05 
-.00 


1.52 
4.12 


•  14 
.05 


4.45 
5.17 


4.41 
5.99 


5.  06 

6.  56 


05 
4B 


4.  t4 

5.  16 


4.05 
5.«^7 


4.74 
5.  q6 


5.95 
5.  16 


.  1  1 
.  55 


.53 
.01 


5.7B 
5. OB 


0.06 
5.52 


5.56 
5.56 


3.47  -,05 
5.32  ♦,11 


5.«^7 
4  .Q6 


5.^19 
•».2B 


3.  B3 

4,  B1 


3.B9 
5,72 


4.39 
5.42 


4.52 
5. BO 


4.5J 
6.10 


4.07 
5.  34 


3.B9 
6.03 


3.70 
4  .96 


4.01 
b.SO 


4.20 
5.65 


4.07 
5.54 


3.95 
5.50 


4.52 
5.72 


3.S9 
5.50 


3.76 
5.34 


5.64 
5.  19 


5.76 
5.27 


3.«3 

5.50 


-.31 
♦  .01 


♦  .25 

♦  .25 


♦  .06 
-.2« 


♦  .09 

♦  .19 


♦  .55 

♦  .26 


-.02 
♦  .14 


♦  .07 
-.07 


♦  .  44 

♦  .20 


♦  .04 

♦  .07 


♦  .94 

♦  .21 


-.  IP 
-.  1« 


♦  .16 
-.1^ 


♦  ♦71 

♦  .  10 


1  1 
-.42 


♦  .30 

♦  .IB 


-.0« 
♦  .17 


-.IQ 
-.51 


♦  .06 
-.22 


3.55 
4.ni 


3.56 
5.9? 


3.9tj 
5.46 


3.95 
.  5.90 


4  .4«s. 
6.4n 


3.67 
5.60 


3.51 
5.55 


3.75 
5.52 


5.7*. 
5.50 


4 .  no 

5.66 


3.65 
5.57 


3.52 
5.57 


3.nt 

3.77 


^.37 


3.67 
5.53 


3.2? 
5.04 


3.43 

5.4  5 


3.35 
5.5i 


3.52 
4.«7 


3.  SB 
5.76 


4.02 
5..46 


5.96 
5. 53 


4.12 
6. 1  3 


3.74 
5.39 


3.5B 
6.06 


3.41 
5.01 


5,69 
5.53 


3.85 
5,6B 


5.  74 
5.50 


3.63 
5.53 


5,96 
5.76 


5.56 
5.55 


3.47 
5.59 


5.  36 
5.24 


3.47 
5.31 


5.52 
5.53 


-.17 
-.06 


-.02 
♦  .16 


-.OB 
♦  .00 


-.01 
♦  .07 


♦  .33 

♦  .35 


-.07 
♦  .21 


-.07 
-.51 


♦  .32 

♦  .51 


♦  .07 

♦  .05 


♦  .15 
-.02 


-.09 


-.11 

♦  .04 


-.15 
♦  .01 


.00 
.  16 


♦  •20 

♦  .14 


-.14 

-.20 


-.04 
♦  .12 


-.17 
-.02 


I    SEE  CHAPTER  ^ 
ACCOMPANYING  ' 
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(FOLGER" MCKINSEY  -  LAKE-SHORE) 


TABLE  3.      SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN ITY  AND   PUBLIC   SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROF-ILE* 


-FOLGER  MCKINSEY 

FORT  SMALLWOOD 

FOUR  SEASONS 

F^EE  TOWN 

GEORGE  CROMWELL 

GEORGETOWN  EaST 

GERMAN TOWN  INTER 
■r,eRMANTOWN  PRIMARY 
GLEN  OURNIE  PARK 

GLENOALE 


ri  I  f*M  POINT 


HiLLSMf RE 


jACOOiVl LLE 


JONE^ 


LAKE  SHORE 


GRADE 
ORGAN  I  - 
ZATION 
( 1 ) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(  2  ) 

K-6 

634 

K-6 

K-6 

704 

K-6 

509 

K-6 

5i3 

K-6 

704 

5-6 

265 

K  ^ 

566 

K  6 

bli 

K  6 

701 

K  A 

1-fc 

559 

K  A 

612 

K  A 

^^A 

K  6 

6  J^j 

K  A 

jn ; 

K  A 

K  A 

706 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(  3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 
^DA  ILY 

ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4  ) 


TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER 
(5) 


ADMIN 
(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHER 
(7  ) 


ADMIN- 

(6) 


2  3. '5  1.0 


PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER • S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED* 
( 10)  ^ 

ME  D  t  AN 

EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(  11 ) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(S  ) 
( 12  ) 

16 .  7 

1.1 

12.5 

14661.0 

13.3 

0.6 

10.6 

10685.0 

7 . 1 

5.2 

12726 . Q 

17.4 

7.  3 

11.2 

10447.0 

20.4 

3.4 

11.9 

11532.0 

13.3 

6.1 

12.6 

13043. 0 

40.3 

10.  I 

12.  3 

10730.0 

0.0 

11.4 

12  .  3 

10730.0 

0  .0 

1.5 

12.  3 

12444. 0 

0.6 

5.5 

11.9 

11067.0 

n .  2 

12  . 4 

10.9 

9635.0 

2  li .  4 

9 .  7 

10.  J 

11045.0 

30  .  5 

2.1 

12, n 

14510.0 

2  7.6 

11.  ^ 

11605.0 

10.9 

5  .  7 

10.  n 

10513.0 

26. 7  12,7 

11.  3 

10156.0 

2  ?  .            2.0  10 .  5  24  , 

^^"^          3»0  0.4  II. 0  2/. 6 

26.6          l.O  A.n  13.5  10.9 

^''••fJ          l.O  0.0  n.O  2  6.  7 

^""^         ^"^^  fl.<^  16  .0  4  3  .  3  li.?  12.0  15051,0 

^'^  9.6  n.9  16.  7  9.6  12.0  11592.0 
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(FOLGER  MCKINSEY  -  LAK,E 'SJHORE ). 

TAT..  F  U       RELATION  OF   AC^UEVEMENT   TO  MARYLAND  ^JORMS ,   BY  SKILL 
.        TABLE  ^-     ^^LAT^^JJjf^  SoNVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

C0NTRG4rtED+  •  ' 


SKILL  aPC*^ 


VOCAPULAHY 


READING  COMPRtHtNSION 


FUU6LK  MCKiNStY' 
FOhT  S»'ALU-OOU 

bthMA  iTOtf!*  PiTt. 


HUM  f'MNT 


3  lOTiPj 


3  101. 0 
b      95. D 


i  10"*. 0 
J  107.0 


3  97.0 
b      90. 0 


3 

i>  97.0 


3  9XtJ 

b  ioi*o 


J  IJl.O 
3  9^.0 


GL 


M.on 

b»16 


3.?3 

M  .9!) 


3.f>u 
b.bn 


3.39 
M  .90 


3.'*7 
b.lA 


LAND 


u.OO 


3  lO'J.O  3«5? 
b     IU2.0  b.S7 


3       9'> .  I 


■,  .  9  7.n 


MILLS   f «t 


ju.  «£  'j 


3     I  0  ) .  0 


3     I  O*- .  0 


3  1U3.0 

>  9fl 


.5  .  ^ 

J  ,9*>.n 


3.Sf 


3 . 

b.  I  7 


3. 


3.05 
b.37 


3.*  ? 

b 


3.«*l 

b .  Ui 


3.^»l 
b.?3 


3     I  0"* .  U  .  fin 


CI  ,76 


3.ei 

5.73 


%35 
U.98 


3. {.7 


b.36 


b.26 


S.39 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHE'^ATICAL  TOT*L 


')0  , 0 

^n.o 


3.21 
b.n3 


«.P7 


',.30 


3.^7 


3.^3 


♦  .Ou 
-.OP 


-.?n 

♦  .10 


in 


..lb 


.,10 


J  ,  tin 


4.50 


I  .in 
- .  \n 


♦  .2? 
..07 


♦  .in 

•  .i« 


3.67 
Cl  .9M 


3-4  U9 


3.21 


b.MO 
3,U7 


s.r.7 


5.21 


5.?U" 
4  .90 


5.7'j 
b.  31 


5  .6U 

3H 


3.«*ii 

U.9'4 


5.7(j 
'i.2i. 


S.79 


3.63 
(1.63 


3.0^^ 
5,79 


«).U7 


♦  .13 

♦  .10 


-.12 


-.12 
♦  .02 


♦  ,27 
-.13 


5.06^  -.22 


-.1? 

_  nr. 


3.2'* 
'^.in 


3.2n 
uO 


5.3*5 


3,  31 


3.91 
b. 


5.-b6 


5k*jfl 
U  .97 


5.07 
b .  'i"* 


5.  f)** 
b<30 


5.**7 
b .  M 


^.  7b 
b.u"* 


5.«*7 
b.  lU 


3.09 

b.nO 


3.36 
n.  lU 


♦  .01 
«  .06 


ti  .S6 
6.13. 


5.75 
H.«9 


d  ,96 
5.70 


5.0ft 


3.  p9 
5.?0 


5.f.e 

5.61 


5.73 


H.39 
5.77 


3.98 
5.00 


u.?l 

5.92 


J,7& 
5.27 


u.OQ 


-.30 


-.On 

♦  .21 


-  .  57 
♦  .  05 


4,13 


« .  n 

«  .01 


.  37 
.24 


-.2P 
-.10 


•.23 
•  .  I? 


♦  .23 
-.01 


-.1? 
♦  .Ou 


n  .no 

5rH2 


5.b7 


5.T,b 


'  t*  *  *2' 


Cl  .  I  El 

«i.*t2 


u .  02 


^.07 
^ .  n7 


5.  ^lO 


5.56 
5.52 


5.U6 
3.67 


U.?7 

5.sn 


3.91 
f;-.  6 1 


^.o3 

If^ 


» .nb 

b.29 


•  .17 

•  .36 


-.00 


♦  .05 
-,22 


♦  ,5ft 

-.19 


-.IQ 

06 


♦  .12 

k.O*^ 


•  .27 


♦  .21 


.27 
.*16 


-.05 


-  .  5n 


• .  no 

-.55 


3. 

5.  !fl 


:» .90 


U.  50 
b.70 


d.ll 

b.2ft 


3.a3 

^.33 


LSI 
b.^3 


3.72 
5.29 


•  ./5H 

•  .20 


3.Q6 
6.23 


3.<*7 
5.02 


3,71 
S.ftO 


3.97 
3.30 


3.56 
3.30 


3,?3 
5.75 


b.ftl 

3.'*n 


3.6(\ 
5.59 


3. 

5.6J 


5.  20 
b  .09 


5.27 

b.lb 


5.72 
b  .^0 


U.02 
5.O0 


3.67 
5ll2 


3,ft5 
5,95 


3. '♦7 
5.31 


3.7U 
5.37 


3.30 
5.57 


5.51 
3.  50 


5.90 
5.62 


3.^0 


5.M 
•..?5 


-  .  \h 

-.or 


-.20 


-.26 


•  .00 

-.1 » 


5 

b  .  •*7 


5.53 
b.  II 


3.20 
U  .97 


J.ftb 


•  .ir  3.^7 
-  .  1  o        b  .  f^6 


-.06 
•  .«*3 


-.20 
-.10 


-.Ot 


•  .10 
-.01 


•-,16 
•  .03 


♦  .03 

♦  .16 


3..''1 
5.35 


5.67 
b.t*7 


3.94 
5.  73 


77 
31 


3.52 
5.  37 


3,ftn 

b.96 


3.'*3 
3u 


..30 
♦  ^10  . 


.22 
.03 


-.lb 
-.02 


-  .  55 
-.  l«* 


.  .  06  ^ 
-.17 

•  ,  0^ 

•  .21 


-  .50 
-.26 


-.32 
-.uo 


-.02 
-.03 


-.06 
-.2ft 


,  SEE  CHAPTER  SECTION  ..1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANAT^JN  OF  ASTERISK  C. 
*     ACrnMPANYiNG  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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(FOLGER  MCKINSEY  ^  LAKE  SHORE) 


ANWt  ARUNUwL  COUNTY 
aCi^OL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ^'ACHI EVEMENT^  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
.  .  AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 

STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  . 


SKILL  Af^E^% 


VOCABULARY 


SCHOOL  NAME 

FOLGEM  HCRlNSEY 
FORT  SHALL4000 
FOUK  SEASONS 
FHEtTOWN 
•LoROt  CROMMCtL 

GfcRMAHTOnN  INTER 
«fc,'<MAHTOWW  PRIMARY 
GtEN^OuRNIfc  PARK 

GLENUALE 

HAkMAN 

HIGH  Point 

HiLLSMFRE 
HILLTOP 
^OBSVILLE 

JbSSUP 
JONES 
LAKE  SHORE 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATMEWATICAL  T0T4L 


READING  COMPREHENSION 

6R*0e  AVERAGE  AVERSE    j^Ry.      o.FFEp-  AVERAGE    MARY.      DIFPrR.  AVERAGE    MARY-      O.FrFR.  AVERAGE    M^Y-  DTFFER.. 


SAS 


A  107.0 
5  lOa./O 


9  101,0 
S  95.0 


9  10<«.0 
6  "  107.0 


3  97.0 
&  99.0 


3  102.0 
5  97.0 


3  93.0 
b  101,0 


5  lOt.O 
J  95.0 


3  lOS.'O 
S  102.0 


3  99.1, 
i>  103,-0 


3  100. 0 
b  97.0 

3  92 . 0 
S  98.0 


3  100. 0 
5  99.0 


3  106.0 
b  lO'i.O 


3  103.0 
b      9ft, 0 


3  98,0 

b  99,0 

3  104,0 

b  106.0 


GE 


**,00' 
6,16 


3.23 
H,9S 


3,64 
b«60 


3,39 
4,90 


3,47 
S,  1ft 


3,33 
5,36 


5,44 
3,43 


3.62 
5.57 


3.56 
5.ft6 


3.05 
b,17 


3.15 
4,79 


3,ft3 
3,37 


3.52< 
5.40 


3  96.0 
5  98,0 


3.41 
5, 10 


3.51 
5,23 


4,09 
5.B2 


3.21 
5.03 


LAND 


3,99 
5,51 


3,61 
4,74 


3,80 
5,77 


3,35 
4.99 


3,67 
4.91 


3.09 
5.?5 


5,2b 
3,22 


3,86 
S,34 


3.48 
5.42 


3,b4 
4,91 


3.03 
t|.99 


1,J>4 
5.08 


4.01 
♦  ,6b 


-,3ft 
♦  ,2l 


»,  16 
-,17 


•*-,04 
-,09 


-,20 
♦  ,27 


♦  ,24 

♦  .11 


♦  .19 

♦  ,21 


-,24 
♦  ,23 


♦  .08 

♦  .44 


-,4o 
♦  ,26 


♦  ,12 
-,20 


+  ,2« 
♦  ,2° 


3,93 
5,51 


3,74 
4.9P 


3, .41 
5,0ft 


3,80 
5,6ft 


3,29 
4,99 


-.<*1 
-.11 


T.33 

v.u 


♦  ,10 

♦  ,15 


♦  .29 
^,14 


-.08 
♦  ,04 


G£ 


4,20 
6,03 


3,51 
4,94 


3,76 
5,81 


3,67 
4.94 


3,49, 
4,84 


3,21 
5,46 


5,48 
3,47 


3,64 
5,48 


3,48 
5,67 


3,21 
5,02 


3,20 
4,90 


3,75 
5,31 


3,60 
5,30 


3,48 
4,94 


3,70 
5,26 


4.12 
5,79 


3,24 
5,18 


LAND 
NORM 


4,07 
5,56 


3,67 
4,83 


3,87 
5,80 


3,40 
5,08 
» 

3,73 
5,00 


3,14 
5.32 


5,32 
3,27 


3,93 
5,40 


3,54 
5.48 


3,b0 
5,00 


3.07 
5,08 


3.b0 
5-16  / 


4,00 
5,56 


♦,13 
♦,47 


-,16 
♦.11 


-.11 
♦.01 


♦  .27 
-.14 


-.24 
-.16 


♦  .07 
♦.14 


♦  .16 

♦  .20 


-.29 
♦  .08 


-.06 
♦.19 


-.39 
♦  .02 


♦  .13 
-.18 


♦  .15 

♦  .15 


-.40' 
-.26 


3.60 
5.0ft 


3fc47 
5.16 


3.87 
5.72 


3.33 
5.08 


-.32 
-.14 


♦  .23 

♦  •10 


♦  .25 

♦  .07 


-.09 
♦  .10 


GE 


'4,56 
6.13 


3.75 
4.Q9 


4.?6 
5.70 


U.34 
5.08 


3.89 

5.;?8 


3.68 
5.61 


5.73 
3.P8 


4.  no 

5.42 


3.86 
5.57 


3.55 
4.04 


3.53 
4,74 


4.  :^2 
5.62 


4.14 
5.62 


4.02 
5.08 


3. "7 

5.n7 


4.  ?9 
5.80 


3.A4 
5.10 


LAND 
NORM 


4.39 
5^2 

4,Q1 
5.04 


4.20 
5.95 


3.76  ' 
5.27 


4,07 
5,19 


3.51 
5.50 


5.50 


4.26 
5,57 


3.89 

5.65 

V 

3,95 
5.19 


3.45 
5.27 


3.95 
5.34 


4.32 
5.72 


4.14 
5.27 


3.83 
5.34 


4.20 
5.87 


3.70 
5.27 


ENCE 


♦  .17 

♦  .41 


-.26 
-.05 


♦  .06 
-.25 


♦  .58 
-.lo 


-.18 
♦  .OP 


♦  .17 


♦  .21 


.26 
.15 


-.08 


-.40 
-.25 


♦  .Oft 
-.53 


♦  .37 

♦  .28 


-.18  ^ 
-.10 

-.12 
-.19 


6E 


3,96 

6.?3 


3,47 
5,02 


3,71 
5,88 


3,57 
5,30 


3,56 
5,30 


3,33 
5,75 


5,81 
3.4A 


3,68 
5,59 


3,44 
5,63 


i3,?8 
5,09 


3.?7 
5.16 


3,72 
5,68 


'  3,44 
5.47 


3. 5^*3 
5.11 


♦  .14 
-*27 


♦  .09 
-.07 


♦  .14 
-.17 


3,20 
4,97 


3,86 
5,93 


3,37 
5.06 


LAMD 
NOHM 

H,t2 

5.76 


3,69 
5,09 


3,85 
5.9ft 


3.*7 
5,31 


3.74 
5,24 


3.25 

5,53 
3.  36 


3,91 
5.61 


3.5ft 
5,6ft 


3,63 
'5,24 


3,19 
5.31 


3,63 
5.39 


3,96 
5,76 


3.80 
5.31 


3,52 
5,39 


3,85 
5,91 


3,41 
5,31 


EMCE 


-,06 
♦  .47 


-,22 
-,07 


-.10 


,,♦.10 
-.01 


-.18 
♦  ,06 


4,08 
♦  ,22 


♦  ,2ft 


♦  .12 


.23 
.02 


-.14 
-.05 


-.35 
-.15 


♦  .08 
-.15 


♦  ,09 

♦  .29 


-,52  * 
-,29 


"s27 

-:20 


-.32 
-,42 


♦  ,01 

♦  ,02 


-.Oft 
-.25 
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ERIC 


(LINTHICUM  -  PERSHING  HILL) 


TABLE  .3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
P-ROFILE*  °  touur^^^co 


SCHOOL  NAME 


LINTHICUM 


iOTHIAN 


MANOR  VIEW 


MARLEY 


MARYLAND  CITY 


MAYO 


MEADE  HEIGHTS 


MILLERSVILLE 


NORTH  GLEN 


OAK  HILL 


OAKWOOD 


ODENTON 


OVERLOOK 


PARK 


PAROLE 


PASADENA  ' 


PERSHING  HILL 


SEE  APPENDIX  A 


PERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 

DAILY 

ORGANI- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

ZATION J 

MENT 

ftATIO 

DANCE 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

TOT/VL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER' S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION oM 
MOTHER^ 

(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

teacher' 

(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
♦  (7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

v3i 

J<-b  597'  23.9  -^95.9  ^    24.0  1.0 

PRE  K-6  464  25.8       91.9'  17.0  1.0 

•^"6  696  27.6  96.0  30.5  2.Q  ^ 

K-6  507  21.6  94.4  22.5  1.0 


K-6  598         23.0  95. 


24.0  2.0 


K-6  395    '     26.3       96.2  13.0  2.0 

K-6      ,      -359  32.6       93.9  ^    10. 0  .  1.0 

K"6  716*  22.4       95.2  30.0  2^0 

K-6  477  23.9  .    95.5  19.0  1.0 

K-6  706  27.6       95.4  23.5  2.0 

K"6  3^1  11.5       94.0  32.0  «^  1.0 

K-6  488  23.2   *  94.9  20.0  1.0 

K-6  464  23.0  ^95.4  20.0  1.0 

K-6  661  25^4      96.9  24.0  2.0 

K-6  652  22.6  .97.0  26.9  2.0 

K-6  496  21.6       95.5  j22.0  1.0 

K-6  613  24.5       95.7  24.0  1.0 
FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


7.9  21.0      20.0  1.6  12.1  13240.0 

5.7  '     17.0      11.1  12.0  12.0  '  10073.0 

7.3  22.3      16.5  6.2  12.4  7467.0 

7.9  23.1  /   21.3  7.5  11.7  10501,0 

»  ■ 

I 

6.3  20.5  ^  15.4  %  6.6  12.4  12259.0 
9.5  30.9  20.0  2.7  12.4  12113.0 
7-3  22.0       16.2  5.6   "  12.4  7700.0 

9.4  6.7  '12.5  6.3  12.3  12827.0 
10.2  36.0       30.0  7.9  11.9  11408.0* 

7.4  ■  .26.0  25.5  10.7  12.5  15317.0 
6.4  19.0       15.1  3.3  12.0   '  10974.0 

7.3  19.1       -4.8  5.^  12.4  11989.0 

10.2  14.9  14.3  4.6  11.4  12533.0 
5.9  15.3   .     3.6  2.7  iq.4  10296.0 

9.4  26.5       13.6  '    10.7  12.3  11876.^ 
12.0  11.0       21.7  1.6  12.0  12512.0  ' 

11.3  .16.4       16.0   ^      5.9  12.4  7467.0 
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(LINTHICU^  -  PERSHING  HILL)  ^) 

^  <      DC.  ATTnw  OF  ACHIEVEMENT,  TO  MARYLAl^D  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AR^fs!  Si?H  NONiERfAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


ANNE  ARUNULL  COlJNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSItM 


VOCABULARY 

READING 

SCHOOL  NkME. 

<^RAOE  AVERAGE 

AVERAOL 

MARY- 
LAND 

OlFFEP- 
Er.CE 

AVERAGE 

5AS 

GE 

KORM 

ge' 

LINTHICUM 

«5  X05.0 

U.17 
5.99 

%7U 
5.60 

♦  .«*3 

♦  .30 

U^05 
5.7b 

LOTHIAN 

3  95.0 

3.0^' 

3.26 

-.23 

3.19 

M^UOK  VjEtt 

3  102.0 
b       99 . 0 

3.62 
5.5B 

3.6b' 
5.02, 

» .  03 
♦  .53 

3.71 

5!u9 

MA><LtY 

5  96.0 
b  «i6,0 

3.21 
U.05 

3.31 
U.89 

-.10 

-.nu 

3.10 
Un,83 

MAHYLAMD  CITY 

"     3     100. 0 
5     101. 0 

•  3.76 
'5.12 

3.Bft 
5.32 

+  .1* 

-.20 

3.61 
5.08 

MAYO 

3  iOU.O 
•J  lOb.O 

U.OB 
5.6B 

3. no 
5.5R 

^♦.2B 
♦  .07 

u.  ou 

5,66 

mlade  heights 

3     10^ . 0  • 
b  99.0 

3.U5 
5.>*U 

3.59 
'>.n2 

I't 
+  ..«*3 

3.60 
5.U2 

MlLLtrtSVlLUE 

3  lOO.O 
b  102.0 

3.6A 
5.66 

•  3.fea 
<^.uo 

+  .10 
♦  !?6 

3.69 
5.66 

NU|<TH  r.LEN 

3  93.0 
b  92.0 

3.59 
5.39 

3.16 
U.67 

+  1 
+  '.72  < 

3.69 
>  5.06 

OAK  HILL 

3  XOS.O 
b     i  0  3 .  0 

"  3.6C 
5.UH 

5.'i9 
«;.57 

-.29 
-'.09 

3.66 
5.61 

r 

OAKWOOn 

3       9<1. 0 
b       95 . 0 

3.fl2 
5.U3 

3.33 
U.86 

+  .U9 
+  .57 

3.61 
U.9U 

} 

OUtNTOIf 

O       93 . 0 
b,  lOl'.O 

3.U^ 
5.20 

3.U6 
5.31 

-.0? 
-.03 

3.U8 
5.26 

ovlbloox 

I  102!o 

3 .  m 

5. S3 

^  U9 
5'.3'» 

+  .3? 

3.60 
5.U0 

PA»4K 

3  9*^.0 
b  97.0 

3.23 
5.17  a 

3.«*3 
U.B7 

..?n 
+ .  -  " 

3.60 
5.05 

PAROLc 

3  92.0 
b  93.0 

3.10 
*».77, 

3.12* 

•t.7fl 

-.0? 
-.01 

3.19 
U.95 

PASAOEMA 

3  97.0 
5  98.0 

3.50 
5.60 

3.^*0 
5.11 

+  .in 

3.53 
5.35 

PtnSHn.G  HiLL 

3  iQb.O 
5  102.0 

3.ft9 
5.9U 

3.flii 
«^.22 

4.07 

•  4.^2 

3.79 
«  5.61 

SKILL  AREa5 


lang\jage  total 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


3.80 
5.6U 


3.30 


3.76 
5.17 


3.35 
U.97 


3.63 
5.3fl 


♦  .2S 
+  .11 


-.05 
+  .32 


-.25 
-.1** 


♦  .in 

-.30 


GE 


«*.R6 


3.U0 


3.70 
5.6U 


3.U5 
U.61 


U.13 

u,n6 


3. SB 

♦  .16 

U.56 

5.65 

+  .01 

5.70 

3.69 

•-.09 

3.79 

5.17 

+  .25 

5.«^1 

3.62 

+  .07 

3.Q5 

5.U5 

+  .21 

5.7U 

3.1? 
U.7^ 


3.9»* 
5.57 


3.37 
U.93 


3.50 
5.37 


3.53 
5.39 


3.50 
U.95 


3.12 
11.63 


+  .52 
+  .3U 


-.26 
+  .0U 


+  .2U 
+  .01 


-.U2 
■  -.11 


+  .27 
♦  .OJ 


+  .10 
+  .10 


+  ,,07 
+  .12 


3.U3  +.10 
5.16  +.19 


3.9U  -.15 
^.37  +.UU 


U.  07 
5.P0 


3.«2 
5.53 


4.  ?6 

5.  ?3 


•S.78 
5.09 


U .  32  \ 

S.ftS  \ 


i|  .nl 
5. re 


u.oi 


-^.05 
5.«i9 


U.*^6 


LAND 

nqRm 


U.IU 
.5.80 


3.67. 


U.ll 
5.23 


3.72 
5.13 


3.97 
S.50 


U.2i 
5.77 

U.04 
5.2«* 


3.97 
5.59 


3.5U 
U.88 


U.27 
5.72 


3.73 
S.07 


ENCE 


+  .25 
+  .06 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

uFPARF     MARY-  OTFFE 
EMCE 


.27 


-.«*t 

+  .m 


-.27 
-.5? 


+  ,16 
-.6«* 


+'i!37 

V-n7 

^  +  .27 


3.65 
5.U9 


3.86 
5.59 


3.66 
5.21 


3.U9 
U.95 


3.78 
5.31 


U.26 
S.UU 


*  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4. X. 2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS 
T    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


USED  AND  EXPLAf+ATlON  OF  ASTERISK  (*) 


-.02 
+  .15 


+  .53 
+  .32 


+  .5.^ 
+  .16 


-.07 
-.UP 


GE 


3.91 
6.06 


3.11 


5.61 
5.37 


3.0? 
5.1U 


3.U9 
5.29 


3.89 
5.72 


3.2U 
5.«*fl 


3,63 
6.12 


3.32 
5.  06 


3,U7 
5.35 


3.66 
5.  36 


3. up 
5.U0 


LAND 
NORM 


3,80 
5,«U 


3.37 


3.71 
5.30 


3.U2 
5.18 


3.6U 
5.5S 


3.85 
5.81 


+  .11 
+  .22 


-.10 
+  .07 


..uo 
-.ou 


+  .ai 

+  .26 


+  .1*^ 
-.13 


+  .0^ 
-.OM 


+  .07 
+  .26 


+  .28 
+  .2*^ 


3.71 
5.70 


3.52 
U.96' 


2.«'6 
5.06 


3.31 
5.68 


3.83 
5.59 


3.66 
5.  30 


3*65 
5.63 


3.28 
U.9U 


3.92 
5.75 


-.15 
-.26 


+  .0»> 
-.09 


-.U2 
+  .18 


-.02 
+  .U9 


+  .0U 
+  .12 


-,U5  ♦ 

-.uo 


3.^ 
5.  12 


3.5U 
5.5U 


3.59  ) 
5.6*^ 


3.56 
5.25 


3.23 
5.01 


3.ug 
5.  36 


3.86 
5,ug 


+  .?3  (T, 


-.06 
^.lU 


+  .12 
+  .07 


.OU 
.29 


-.27, 
+  .05 


-.18 
+  .32 


-.03 
+  .10 
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(LINTHICUM  -  PERSHING  HILL) 


ANNC  ARUNUfeL  COUNtV 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  AeHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

^    AREAS,. WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SCHUOI.  N«MC 


 •  


VOCABULAflY 


READING  4:0MPHEHCNSI0N 


LANGUAftC  TOTAl, 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


MARY- 

UANO 

NOHM 


OTrFE«- 

EMCE 


tlUTHXCUM 

LOTHIAN 
MANOR  VlEif 

*  NAkLEY 

MAKYLA^fO  CITY 

MAfO 

Me  APE  ^I^.«TS 
MlLLEt^^VILLE 
NOKtll  CU^H 
OAK  HILL 
DANtfOW 

ouErtTuri 

OVERLOOK 
PARK 

PAROLE 
PAsAueriA 
PfcRSHlN^  HILL 


3  103,0 
£>  105,0 


95,0 


m  i  JO 

99,0 


96,0 
96,0 


3  100.0 
5  101.0 


3  104,0 
5  105,0 


3  ^01.0 
5  99,0 


3  100,0 

,5  10?, 0' 

3  93,0 
b  92,0 

3  lob.O 

5  103,0 

3  96,0 

b  95.0 

3  90,0 

5  101.0 


3  99.0 

b  I02«0 


"99.0 
97,0 


92;  0 
93,0 


97.0 
9A.0 


4.17 
5,99 


3.03 


3,62 
5,5!^ 


3.21 
4.85 


3,7b 
5,12 


4,08 
b,65 


3.45 
5,44 


3.68 

5.^ 


3.59 
5.39 


3.60 
5.48 


3.A2 
5,43 


3,43 

b.as 


3.81 
5.53 


3,23 
5.17 


3.10 
4.77 


3*50 
5,60 


3  105.0 
5  102,Q 


3.89 
b,94 


i,74 
5.60 


3.22 


3.67 
5.08 


3.29 
4,82 


3.54 
5.25 


1.00 
■5.60 


3.61 
fi.OA 


.3.54 
5,34 


3,09 
4,48 


.  A.  86 
5.42 


3.29 
4L.74 


3«41 
5.25 


3. 48 
5.34 


3.48 
4,91 


3,03 
4,56 


3,35 
4,99 


3*86 
5.^4 


♦  .43 

♦  •39 


-.19 


-.05 
♦  .H7 


-.0^ 

♦  ,03 


♦  .22 
-.13 


♦  .28 

♦  .o«; 


-.16 
♦  .36 


♦  .14 

♦  .?2 


V.05 
5.75 


3,19 


3,71 
5,49 


l',iO 
4,83 


3.81 
5,08 


4.04 
5.66 


3,60 
5.42 


3,69 
5.66 


♦.50  3,69 
♦.91  «  5,06 


-,26 
^.06 


♦  .53 

♦  .69 


♦  ,0? 

♦  .03 


'♦.33 
♦  .19 


-,?5 
♦  .26 


♦  ,07 

♦  .2] 


♦  ,15 

♦  .61 


♦  .03 

♦  .^0 


3,68 
5,61 


3,61 
4,94 


3.48 
5,26 


3.80 
5.40 


3.60 
5,05 


3.19 
4,95 


3.53 
5,35 


3.79 
5.81 


3,80 
5.64 


3,27 


3,73 
5,16 


3,33 
4.92 


3.60 
5,32 


3.87 
.5,64 


3, 67 
5.16 


3.b0 
5.40 


3.14 
4, 59 


3.93 
5.48 


3.33 
4.83 


3.47 
5.32 


3.53 
5»40 


3.53 
5.00 


3.07 
4,67 


3.40 
5.08 


3.93 
5.40 


♦  .25 
♦.ll' 


.08 


-.02 
♦  .33 


-.23 
-.09 


♦  .21 
-.24 


♦  .17 

♦  .02 


-.07 
♦  .26 


♦  .09 

♦  .2& 


♦  .55 

♦  .47 


-.25 
♦  .13 


♦  .28 
♦.11 


♦  .01 
-.06 


♦  .27 

♦  .00 


♦.07 
♦  .05 


♦.12 
♦  .28 


♦  .13 
♦.27 


-.14 
♦.4-1 


4.39 
5,86 


3.40 


3.70 
5.6^ 

3,45 
4.^1 


4,13 

4,n6 


4.58 
5.70 


3.79 
5.51 


3.95 
5,74 


4,tf)7 
5,20 


3.A2 
5.53 


4,  ?6 

5,  ?3 


7J.7B 
5.09 


4,ti2 
5,i«5 


4,ni 

5.08 


3.58 
4.91 


?(.85 
5.59 


4.56 
5.69 


4,14 
5.80 


3.64 


4,07 
5,34 


3.70 
5.12 


3.95 
5.50 


4.20 
5.80 


4.01 
5.34 


3.95 
5.57 


3,51 
4.81 


4.26 
5,65 


3.70 
5«04 


3.83 
5.50 


3.89 
5,57 


3.89 
5,19 


3.45 
4.89 


3.76 
5,27 


♦  .25 

♦  .06 


-.37 
♦  .30 


-.25' 
-.51 


♦  .18 
-.64 


♦  .3(« 
-.10 


-.22 
♦  .17 


♦  .00 

♦  .17 


♦  .56. 

♦  .39 


-.44 
-.12 


♦  .56 

♦  .lo 


-.05 
-.41 


♦  .43 

♦  .28 


♦  .1? 
-.11 


♦  .13 

♦  .0? 


♦  ,09 

♦  .32 


*-*«^SSa%???JiS2cJs'«'o;?l°"'"'"^  "«»         EXPLANATION  OF  *ST«,SK 


^^^9^  ^.30 
5.57  ^,12 


3,91 
6,06 


3,11 


3.61 
5.37 


3.02 
5,14 


3,49 
5,29 


3.89 
5,72 


3.24 
5.48 


3,63 
6,1? 


3,32 
5,06 


3.47 
5,35 


3,66 

5;  36 


3.48 
5,40 


3.71 
5.70 


J.  52 
4,96 


2.96 
5.06 


3,31 
5,68 


3,83 
5,59 


3,|I0 
5.ft3 

3.36 


3.7n 
5.39 


3.41 
5.16 


3,63 
5,53 


3,85 
5.83 


3.69 
5,39 


3.63 
•  5,61 


3,25 
4,87 


3,91 
5.68 


3.41 
5.09 


3.52 
5.53 


3,58 
5.61 


3.58 
5,24 


3,19 
4.94 


3.47 
5.31 


♦  .11 

♦  .23 


-.25 


.13 
.02 


-.39. 
-.02 


3.91 
5.61 


.14 
.24 


♦  .04 
-.11 


^45  « 

^09 

♦.00  . 
♦  ,51 


♦  .07 

♦  .19 


-.44  • 
-.33  * 


♦  .25 

♦  .27 


-.04 
-.13 


♦  .13 

♦  .09 


-.06 
-.2> 


-,23 
♦  .12  . 


-.16 
♦  .37 


-,08 
-.02 


112 
4-44 


ERIC 


(POINT  PLEASANT  -  VAN  BOKKELEN) 


..TABLE  3.  ■  SCHQQJ_  LEVE L— CQMMUN ITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

D^ILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE , 

(^) 

• 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER  '  S 

DEGREE 
OR.  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

VAN- 
TiTGED 
(10^ 

MEDIAN 

EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN  ' 
FAMitY 
INCOME. 
($) 

(12)  1 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN • 

-  (6) 

TEACHER 
( 7  ) 

ADMIN. 

(8) 

POINT  PLEA^NT 

K-6 

1181 

25.1 

95.2 

^5.0 

2.0 

6.9 

m 

26.5 

12.0 

3.2 

11.7 

11519.0 

GUAR TERfI ELD 

K-6 

660 

22.7. 

95.7 

27.0 

2.0 

6.8 

15.6 

20.7 

ie.4 

12.1 

11670.0 

RICHARD  HENRY-  LEE 

K-6 

636 

23.5 

95.5 

25.0 

2.0 

11.5 

15.0 

18.5 

9.2 

12.0  ^ 

11175. u 

RIDGEWAY 

k-6 

513 

21. A 

96.1 

23.0 

1.0 

9.6 

.  13 . 7 

20.6 

6.4  0 

12.1 

10516.0 

RIPPLING  WOODS 

K-6 

707 

29,5 

96.0 

22.0 

2.0 

5.9 

18.5  ^  20.8 

A. 9 

12.1 

12695. Q 

RiyiERA  BEACH 


ROLLING  KNOLLS  V 


SEVERN  > 


SEVERNA  PARK 


SHADY  SIDE 


SOUTH  SHORE 


*  SOUTHGATE 


Sunset 


TRACEY'S 


TrYLER  HEIGHTS 


VAN  BOKKELEN 


^'^  587  25.5       93.9  22.0  1.0 

K-6  586  22.5  95.5 

^T**  333  25.6  95.7 

^'^  397  23.9*       95.6  15.6  1.0 

K-6  699  23.3  9A.» 

K-6  211  2A.8  95.3 

^83  25.7  9^.7  lO.O  1.0 

K-6  651  24. 1  95.9        *  26.0  l.a 

K-6  675  25.0  93.6 


r^5.o   '  t.o 


12.0  1,0 


??.0  1.0 


7.5  1.0 


25.0  2.0 


1-6 


519         20.0       96.1  24.0 


707         21.4  94.0 


1.0 


005         24.5       92.3  31.8 


2-2  10.7      .  11045.0 


12.0  10353.0 


12.7  16606.0 


12.1  10374.0 


7.5         26.0  B,i 

i  ' 

10.8        20.0       19.2  10.7  12.3 

0 

12.6         27.0       15.4  5.b 

9.1  22.5       18.1  4.6 

» 

9.9         28.4       16.7  '  9.5 

5.2  14.4  3J£.8  4.2  10.1  10509.0 
5-7  12.5  18.1  17.6  10.5  12802. g 
7.0  17.0  14.8  4.6  12.2  12461.0 
^.2*  9.5  18.5  5.7  10.5  10821.0 
8.9  27.0  28.0  17.9  11.8  9582.0 
8-^           B.5          9.1  11.6           12.1  9913.0 


B.5         17.0        14.6  4.6  12.0 


9371.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A   FOR  * DEF IN  I T I  ON  OF  TERMS. 
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(POINT  PLEASANT 
TABLE  4 


-  VAN  BOKKELEN) 


AHUE  A^U^4Uk.L  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WIJH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED 

..  ■•  .  •  \ 

SKILI.  AREAS  


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME 


VOCABULARY  REAOINO  COMPREHeMSIOM  LANOUAOE  TOTAL 

•0R.0EAVERA0EAV.RA0.     MA.V.       0,..rR.  AVERAOE     MAR.-       0..^-  AVE.AOE     M.J-  ^^^'^     ^  ^ir^' 


SAS 

6£ 

NORM 

POINT  PLEXSANT 

<i  i06,0 
1  iin  n 

3.91 

3.69^ 
5.19 

♦  .3? 

QUaRTLRFXLlO 

3            •  u 

<*.oa 

5.35 

3.79 
5.15 

♦  .2S 

♦  .20 

RICHAHO  MCuRY  Lc.f 

3  101.0 
a.  .97.0 

3.62 
5.20 

3.61 
5.00 

4. of 
♦  .20 

3  i03.0 
b       9^^ .  0 

3.22 
b.  03 

3.J2 
b.  0** 

-.50 
-.01 

RIPPLING  *»00bs 

3  lOU.O 
b  102.0 

3.r\o 

5 . 87 

5.3^ 

♦..00 

\ 

RlylErt/l  BtACH 

3      96. 0 
b  99.0 

3.70 
5. OR 

3.  39 
5.0** 

♦  .31 
4  .04 

ROLLING  KNoLLS 

3       9A  0 
b  99^0 

3.**3 
b.3A 

3.46 
5.19 

♦  .19 

SLvEKil 

3  97.3 
b  99.0 

3.U9 
5.00 
/ 

5.10 

♦  .  09 

-.in 

SLVEKH/^  PAiiK 

3  109.0 
5  XlO.O 

3.99 
6.15 

6.09 

1  s 

♦  .06 

smaoy  sidl 

J  97.0 
5     100. 0 

3.31 
**.fl6 

3 .  3fl 
5.17 

-  07 

SOLLEY 

3  9M.0 
b  99,0 

2.6f^ 
<t.66 

T.^4 
4  ,99 

lit* 

>     SOuTH  SHOrtL 

3  100.0 
5  10<*.0 

3.72 
5.82 

^  ^.51 
5.42 

SOgTHOATE 

3  99.0 
5  1U<*.0 

3.63 
5.97 

^.51 
6.51 

♦  .12 

♦  .46 

sumse  r 

3  97.0 
b  93.0 

2.91 
U.Tfl 

3.32 
4.63 

-.41 
♦  .15 

tkaceys 

3  101. r 

b      97 ,0 

-  3.27 
5.13 

3.59 
4.93 

-.32 
4  .?0 

TYlEW  HEXGnTS 

3  9**.0 
.      b  96.tl 

3.09 
a.  9a 

:^.?i 

4.B9 

-.12 
♦  .05 

VAN  BCKKEUEN 

3  U7.0 
b  '*a.O 

4.20 

?.eo 

4.73 

4  .00 

LAND 
GE  NORM 


3.94 
5.33 


4.02 
5.40 


3.62 
5.12 


^.31 

5t02 


3.91 
5.67 


3.32 
5.01 


3.42 
5.39 


3.41 
5.16 


3,98 
6.20 


3,01 
4  ,04 


2.66 
4.58 


3.43 
5.56 


^.73 
.^3 


2.95 
4.59 


3.47 
5.30 


3.21 
5.19 


2.73 
4.30 


3.98 
5.25 


-.04 

♦  •oa 


3.07  +.15 
5.21  ♦.19 


3.  oft 
5.07 


3.80 
5.13 


3.B7 
5*,4H 


3*44 
5.11 


-.06 
♦  .05 


-.49 
-.11 


♦.04 
♦  .23 


4.t6 
5.55 


4.42 
S.37 


3.93 
i  5.01 


3.74 
F.Ol 


4.'t4 
5.67 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


»31 
.42 


-.1? 
-.10 


3.50  -.OB 
5.24  ♦.IS 


3.45 
5.19 


-.04 
-.03 


4.20  -.22 
6.07  ^.13 


.42 
.42 


.51 
.49 


.13 
.09 


3.43 
b.26 


3.17 
5.07 


3.56 
5.47 


5.b7 

3.37 
4.69 


3.67  -.20 

5.03  ^^27 

.T.24  -.03 

tt.99  ^.19 


3.76 
5.70 


4  .n« 

5.f36 


4.^7 
6.47 


3.65 
5.13 


4.20 
5.35 


4.02 
5,21 


4.15 
5.26 


4.20 
5.58= 


3.80 
5.36 


.si 

,37, 


10 
68 


T.n7 
5.43 


3.80 
5.32 


4.51 
6.22 


3.79 
5.39 


3.55 
5.35 


3w91 
5,75 


-.15 
♦  .13 


♦  #22 

♦  .02 


-.09 
-.20 


-.41 
-.2*^ 


♦  .!4 

♦  j,09 


.Of- 
.3ft 


.09 
.17 


♦  ..^ft 

♦  .04 


-.14 
♦  .25 


.14 
.26 


6E 


3.98 

5.5n 


3.ft'l 
5.1ft 


3.54 
4.94 


3.51 
5.05 


3.77 
5.77 


3.29 
5.42 


3.33 
5.40 


3.26 
5.29 


3.94 
6.24 


3.22 
5.10 


.45 
.67  ♦ 


.04 
.3? 


3.00 
5.23 


3,60 
5.38 


3.94 
5.47 


3.ft4 
5.40 


3.68 
5.26 


3.7ft 
5.3l 


3.85 
5.63 


3.52 
5.39 


5.54 
5.4? 


3.49 
5.37 


4.14 
6.25 


i.4B 
5.4U 


3.31 
5.3ft 


3,63 
5.77 


♦  .OH 

♦  .11 


-.03 
-.22 


.IH 

.32 


.27 
.26 


-.06 
♦  .!«♦ 


-.23 
♦  .03 


-.21 
-.02 


2.80 
4.e^ 


.07 
.53 


4.12 
5.60 


3.'^4 
5.08 


3.  no 

4.  ^3 


4.02 
5.17 


3.61 
5.10 


3.19 
4.95 


♦  .in 

♦  .43 


.07 

.n2 


T.19 
-.6? 


3.46 
5.37 


3.15 
4.9? 


3.67 
5.22 


3.32 
5.16 


2.ft9  2.96 
4.ftb  5.02 


♦  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  A.l.^^FOR  DEFINITIONS 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  i*) 


.23 
.08 


.20 
.01 


-i31 
-.15 


.03 
.39 


♦  .17 

♦  .06 

3.n5 
5.64 

3.90 
5.71 

♦  .05 
-.07 

3.52 
6.08 

3.5Q 
5.75 

-.07 
♦  .33 

-.42 
-.10 

3.19 
4.74 

3.74 
4.95 

-.55 
-.21 

3.25 
4.ft5 

3.46 
5.00 

-.21 
-.15 

-.21 
♦  .15 


-.17 
-.2* 


-.07 
-.17 
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(POINT  PLEASANT  -  VAN  BOKKELEN) 


«MC  AmmOLL  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYbrEM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREASt  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*" 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


SCHOOL  NAME 


REAOINS  COMPREHENSION  LANSUASE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOT«L 

0«AOEAVE«oe  AVERAGE    MARY-      OI.FER-  AVERASE    MARY-      OIF.ER-  AVEpACE    „AR^.  0I._^„. 
NORM 


5A5 


3  106.0 
b  100,0 


10«»,0 
99,0 


^  101,0 
5  f7,0 


^  103,6 
b  9«,0 


3  10<»,0 
b  102,0 


SLvEHw 

5LVEHNA  PAKK 
SHAOY  SIOL 
50LLET  ^ 
SOuTK  SHOHt 

fOuTH6ATE 
SUfiS£T 

THACEYS 

TYLfR  HEIGHTS 

VAN  BOKKEtCN 


98,0 
99,0 


94,0 
99,0 


97.3 
99,0 


6E 


3,91 
5,51 


5^35 


3,62 
b,20 


3,22 
5.03 


5, AO 
5,fl7 


3,70 
b,08 


3,43 
5,38 


<5  109,0 
b  110,0 


3  97,0 

iua,o 


y  9U,0 
5  99,0 


3  100,0 
b  iO«»-,0 


3  99,0 
b  10«»,0 


97,0 
93.0 


0.<»9 
5.00 


\3,99 
\^.15 


>  3.31 
4.80 


2.68 
<».66 


3.72 
5.B2 


3.63 
5.97 


2.9l 
4,78 


101,0  3,27 
97,0  ^,13 


9'».0 
96,0 


87,0 
9«*,0 


3,09 
<».94 


2, (to 
f».20 


3,93 
5,17 


3,80^ 
5.08 


3,61 
U.91 


3,7«» 
«»,99 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


3,«»1 


3.«»1 
5. OA 


3.37 

b.oa 


4,12 
^.03 


■^,35 
5,17 


3.1b 
5.08 


-.02 
♦  .3U 


»,2l| 
♦  .27 


♦  «01 

♦  .29 


-.52 

♦  .om 


♦  .00 

♦  .53' 

♦  .29 

♦  .00 


♦  .02  ' 
4.30 


♦  .12 
*,0A 


-,13 

♦*;i2 


.,nM 

.,31 


-,«»A 
-,«»2 


/* 

3,9(» 
5,33 

4.00 

-.04 

♦.09 

4,02 
5,U0 

3.87 
5.16 

♦  .15 

♦  .2* 

3,62 
5,12 

3.67 
5.00 

,.  -.05 
♦  .12 

3,31 
5,02 

A.ao 

5.08 

-.«»9 
-.06 

3,91 
5,67 

3.87 
5.U0 

♦  .0* 

♦127 

3,32 
5,01 

3.*>7 
5»16 

-.15 
-.15 

3,42 
5,39 

3.U7 
5.16 

-.05 
♦  .23 

3.*»1 
5.16 

3.U2 
5.16 

-.01 
♦  .00 

3.5<»  ♦.lA 
5.51  ♦  4,31 


3.^*8 
5,51 


3.35 
4.R6 


3.61 
*».9I 


3.16 
4.82 


2.71 
4*6R 


♦  .15 


♦  .22 


-.3** 
♦  .2? 


-.07 
f.l2 


♦  .69 


3.98 
6.20 


3.dl 
4.84 


2.66 
4.58 


3,43 
5.56 


3.73 
5,63 


2,95 
4,59 


3,47 
^,30 


3,21 
5,18 


2,73 
4,30 


4,20 
6,04 


3.40 
5.24 


3.20 


3.60 
5.56 


3.b3 
5. £^6 


3.40 
4.67 


3.67 
5.00 


3.20 
4.92 


2.74 
4.75 


-.22 
♦  .16 


-.39 
-.40 


-.5* 
-.b8 


-.17  - 
♦  .00 


♦  .20 

♦  .07 


-.45 
-.08 


-.20 
♦  .30 


♦.01 
♦.26 


-.01 
-.45 


6E 


4.16 
S.55 


4.42 
5.17 


1.Q3 
5.01 


3.74 
f  .01 


4.34 
5,67 


4,98 


3.76 
S.?0 


4.08 
5.36 


4.^7, 
6.47 


3.65 
5,l3 


3.10 
4.68 


3.A7 
5.43 


3.95 
5.<b4 


3.19 
4.74 


4.12 
5.60 


3.54 

5.n8 


3.00 
4.33 


LAND 
NORH^ 


4.32 

5r*ti2 


4.20 
5.34 


4.01 
5.19 


4.14 

5.27„ 


4.20 
5.57^ 

3.A3 

5.34 


3.83 
5.34 


3.78 
5.34 


4.51 
6.18 


3.76 
5.4? 


3.58 
5.34 


3.95 
5.72 


ENCE 


-.16 
♦  .13 


♦  .2? 

♦  .03 


-.OA 
-.lA 


-.40 
-•26 


3. 98 
5.5A 


3.81 
5.18 


3.54 
4.94 

3.51 
5.  OR 


LANO 
NORM 


3.96 
5.46 


3.A5 
5.39 


3.69 
5.24 


3. AO 
5.31 


ENCE 


♦  «02 
♦•12 


-.0* 
-.21 


3.89 
5.72 


3.76 
4,A9 


4.01 
5.19 


3.58 
5.12 


3.14 
4.96 


*    l^lamtl^^^HoXllilil^^^^^  "  *NB  EXPLANATION  Ol-  ASTERISK  (., 


1  1  o 

4-48 


.15 
.30 


♦.14 

3.77 

3.A5 

-.08 

♦  .10 

5,61 

♦  .16 

■'-.OO 

3.29 

3.52 

-,23 

-.36 

5.1*2 

5.39 

♦  .09 

-.07 

3.3> 

3.52^^ 

-.1^ 

-.14 

5.4Q  . 

5.39 

♦  .01 

'  ♦*30 

3.26 

'>.48 

♦  .02 

.  5.29 

5.39 

-.10 

-.14 

3.94 

V  4.12 

-.18 

♦  .29 

6.24 

6.20 

♦  .04 

-.11 

3.22 

3.47 

-.25 

-.29 

5.^0 

5.46 

-.3* 

-.i*A 

3.00 

3.30 

-.30 

-.66 

b.23 

5.39 

-.16 

-.OA 

3.60 

3.63 

-.03 

-.20 

5.3A 

5.76 

-.38 

♦  .06 

3.52 

3.58 

-.06 

-.00 

.  6.08 

5  .#6 

♦  .32 

-.5-? 

3.26 

3.47 

-.22 

-.15 

4.A5 

4.94 

-VO^ 

♦  .11 

3.46 

3.69. 

-.23 

♦  .41 

5.37 

5.2^ 

^.13 

-.04 

3.15 

3.30 

-.15 

-.04 

4.92 

5.16 

-.24 

-.14 

2.89 

2.92 

-.03 

-.63 

4.A5 

5.01 

-.16 

(WAU6H  CHAPEL  -  SOUTHERN  SR) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL~COMMUN  1\TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFRE+  \      .  • 


SCHOOL-  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHErI ADMIN. 
(5)     1  (6) 

TEACHErI ADMIN. 
(7)     j  (8) 

PERCENT 
STAFF  V. 


DEGREE 
3R  ABOVI 
(9) 


SCHOOt  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 

disad- 
van- 
tage!) 

(10) 

■  *  • 
MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
T-fON  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAE 
FAMILY  > 
INCOME 

(S) 

(12) 

MAVOH  CHAPEL 


WEST  ANNAPOLIS 


WEST  MEADE 


WOODS  I  BE 


A^|NAPOLIS   JR  HIGH 


ARNOLD  JUNIOR 


ARUNDEL  JR  HI,  AH 


ARUNDEL  JR  HI,  PH 


BATES  JR 


BROOKLYN  PK  SR  JR 


CORKRAN  JR  HlfiH 


GEORGE  FOX  JR  HIGH 


LINDALE   JR  HIGH 


HACARTHUR  JR  HIGH 
.     ;  MARLEY  JR  HIGH 


SEVERNA  PARK  JR 


SOUTHERN  JR  HI 
SOUTHERN  SR  HI 


K-6  637         22.1       94.6  26.8         2.0  7.4 

K-6 ^  341-       26.2       95.9  11.0         2.0  12.7 

^"^  602  25.1  96.0  23.0 

K-6  589  22.7.*  95.0  24.0  2.0 

7-9  .2621  19.6  90.2  126.9  7.0 

7-9  5.1408  19.3  94.1  69.8  3.0  6.3 

7-9  2240  20.4  93.^*  104. p.  6.0 

7-9  2240  20.4  93.6  104.0  6.0  6.8 


11.0      18.7         11.0  12.^'  12168.0 


24.3   ^30.8         13.2  12.4     ,  "  10768.0 


1-0  7.6         25.0       20.8  5.7  12.4  ,  7487.0 


7-9  1107         15.8       90.0  65.0  5.0 


7-9  1283         18.6       91.9  65.0  4.0 


7-9  1474         17.2       94.4  80.0  5.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


1 

ERIC 


;  llG- 


9.5         15.9       11.5  5.9 


12.0  10974. 0»' 


7.8         13.^       25.3  8.0  12.4  ^1748.0 


17.7       26.1     ,      5.1  12.5  13476.0 


6.8         13.7      20*9  8.2  12.3  13050.0 


13.7       ^0.9  8.2  12.3  13050.0 


7.0         12.2       24.3         14*2  12.4  10951.0 


7-12  17C-;  17.6  90.6  ,  92.6  4.0  10.9 
7-9  1778         18.3       91.2       '  ^1.0 


15.9       30.0  5.3 


10.4  10776.0 


6-0  7.0         20.0       19.6  5.6  12.1  11325.0 


7-9  2197         V6       94.6         118.0  7.0 

7-9  1783         19.0       93.5  Q8.7         5.0  5*9 

7-9  2029         19.7       94.3  97.0  6.0 


6.7         20.9       25.6  6.7  11.0  11117.0 


11.8       18.9  4.4  lli8 


6.3        12.3       20.4  7.0 


1^05.0  ( 
12. i  9332.P 


7.6         14.3       11.6  4.7  11.9  11166.0 


7.4         17.2       25.9  5.2,         12.4  13931.0 


"'"•fl  66?         18.0       93.6  35.0         2.0  9.5 

9^12         1913         18,9       91.0  95.0         6.0  9.4 


18.5  29.7  13.1 
21.3      24.7  11.1 


12.0  10152.0 
12.2  10770.Q 


(WAUGH  CHAPEL  -  SOUTHERN  SR) 

RELATION  OF  ACH-IEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NOI^VERBAL  ABIL ITY  STAT  ISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  •  , 


TABLE  ^. 


AMUL  ARUf4l^«.L  CultNTY 
bcHOOL  StbTEM 


SKILL  ARtAS. 


6RA0C  AVERAGE 
bAs 


VOCABULARY 

AVCRAOt  HARY- 
LAfO 
6E  norm 


liAlifrM  CHA^LL 
WLST  A»CNA»'JLlb 
WtbT  rtCADt 
WOODS IDE 

ANf.APOLlb  "JH  HIGH 
AKtiOU;  JUNIOM 
AKUNULL  J*^  Hl»  AM 
AMliNUU.  J>*  Ml,  PM 
DATCb  Jrt 

1R00K^/N  PK  SR  Jft 


i  iuO.O 
b  102.0 


3  101. 0 
b     101. 0 


3  100. 0 
b  10«».0 


107.0 
101.0 


103.0 

102\0 

lUb,  0 
luti.O 


COkKUA 


GtORoc  POa  jw  hIGh 


7  lUU.O 
lOti.O 


7  10ft.  0. 
9     10b. 0 


/  iuO.O 

9  103.0 

7  97^0 

9  97.0 


liJ^.U 
101.0 


A.)UO 
10^.0 


3.39 
b.bfi 


3.29 
5.53 


3.f»5 
b.7u 


3.79 
b.21 


b«9B 


7.^0 
9.03 


7 .  16 

a.  78 


7.1C 
0.91 


6.70 
tt.h2 


b.bH 
7.7U 


7.ft3 


b.7(j 
fl.  Oc* 


3.5ft 
S.30 


3«f»2 
5.27 


5.b«» 
5.3b 


3.9b 
5. 2b 


7.11 
M.62 


7.U0 
o .  1  0 


7.2b 
1.07 


UlFFrQ- 
^ttE 


19 
♦  .17 


«.ii 

♦  .39 


-.18 

-.ou 


-.13  ^. 


.0? 
.07 


-.10  ^ 


READING 
AVERAGE 

GE  NORM 


lanouag^  total 


COMPREHENSION 

MARY-  DIFFER-  AVEpAGE^  MAHY- 
LAMO     •    ENCt   •  •  LAND 

GE  NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


3.5a 

5.56 


7*uT 
')  .  (t  7 


ft. 77 
9.ft7 


CO** 


7.ni 


.37 
.16 


-.0<^ 


♦  .P5 
-.30 


4.0? 

-.0  1 


3.«»3 


3.U9 
5.63 


3.9d 
5.3.^ 


6.93 
8.26 


7.2tt 
fl.72 


7.10 
fl.57 


7.2  b 
8.87 


ft. 79 
1i.71 


h.lO 
7,39 


ft.  9b 

n.uo 


ft.t.9 
ft. Ob 


3.b3 


3.69 
5.36  > 


3.63 
b.bl 


U.05 
5.33 


7.13 
6.39 


7.U6 
A. 90 


7.26 
.8.90 


7.t*6 
R.90« 


6.02 
8.40 

6.6^ 
7.92 


7.0U 


ft.9R 
ft.<46 


*-.ll 
•♦.12 


-.26 
-.,02 


♦  .12 


-.07 
♦  .01 


-.*20 

T.U  * 


-.  18 

IR 


.0« 
.33 


-.20 
-.03 


-.03 
♦  .21 


.53 


-.08 
♦.11 


-.-:9 


3.75 
.5.13 


3. '56 


3.QA 
5«66 


4.17 
5.34,. 

6.  A4 

B.n6 


7.12 
ft. 75 


7. no 
B*?l 


7.11/ 
^.47 


6.P5 
A.  62 


6.27 
7t67 


7.  f^** 
P.  16 


3.97 
5.57 


U.04 

b.46 


3.99 
b.57 


u.3n 


7.17 


7.46 
B.92 


7.32 
6.90 


7.4ft 
0.90 


6^89 
B.S2 


6.70 
ft. 09 


7.09 
fl.3'' 


niFFFn- 
fnce 


.2? 
.24 


-.Oft 
♦  .0? 


-.or 

♦  .09 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


otffer- 

EMCE 


6.17 
7.ftl  • 


7.oe 


-.01 
-.13 


.4? 


.16 
.17 


-.3? 
-.6°, 


-^37 
-.41 


♦  .06 

♦  .in 


.'4? 


-  -  .  0-?  ■ 


-.7! 
-.QO 


GE 

NORM 

3.25 
b.5i 

3.64 
5.61 

-.39 

-.10 

3.45 
b.39 

.  3.6ft 
5.51 

-.23 
-.12 

3.42* 
b.52 

3.61 
5^62 

-.09 

3.ft5 
b.52 

3.90 
5.52 

-.IH 
♦  .00 

^.53 

^  7.35 
A. 67 

-.2A 

;  7 ,  6^ 
^e.ftft 


'7.22' 

a.ftb 


7,49 
0.93 


.73 

.5a 


6.A1 
B.03 


7.^3 


6.«r) 
H.?7 


7.69 
9.  lu 


7.51  ' 
9.  U 


7.70 
9.14 


7.02 
ft.  73 


7.01 


7*27 
<^.S7 


7.  11 
0.74 


-.03 
-.26 


-.29 
-.29 


-.21 
-.21 


-.29 
-.15 


-.20 
-.22 


-.24 

-.15 


-.41 
-.47 


.4ACAkTmUM    jH  Mlt» 
MA.  LtY    JW  "lOM 
SLvEKfIA  PAiK 

\,SOoT»»tPN  b<  Hi 


7  'J9.0 


V  lu7.n 


7  iOi.O 


7  107.0 
9  iJH.O 


7  lUO.O 
9       '*9 , 0 


b.  ^Ci 


H.K^7 

b .  7f 
0.4] 


7.M 

9.  Ifi 


7.50 


,f,.71 
T.P  1 


h.'»3 

A.  or, 


^.al 
n.7t 


7.hn 

-3.11 


'l.7h 

n.2H 


-.  7P 


6.60 
P. 57 


7.03 
B.77 


-.1?  6.74 


.  1  1 


7.47 
o.  1^ 


-.70  7.42 


U.7q 
0.h7 


6.9R 
B.91 


e  .  95 

A.b4 


7.57 
9. 15 


fa.  02 
0.u3 


-.10 
-.10 


♦  .05 
-.14 


ft.?0 


6.  Of) 
f .  »»5 


,  2  1^.       6 . 


-.10 

♦  .on  • 


-.24 
-.61 


7  *  5i3. - 
o.pO 


6.  '»4<7 

7.  "<4 


f  .  «J0 
M.70 


0.70 


7.02 
(^.64 

7.59 

g.  l2 

h.  AO 

n.  10 


SEE  CHAPTER.  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•» 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


.?0  b.*'^ 

.50  a.M 


.10 

.31  M.ft*^ 


.16        7. no 

.21  M . 6 1 


.01  7.f^2 
.1?  9.41 


,U4  6.50 
.fl4   «  7.71 


7. Oh 

<^.13 


7.16 


7.?0 
0.09 


.Oft 
.10 


-.20 
-.24 


-.16 
-.?ft 


7.02  ♦.OO 
<1.17.  •.04 


7.0U  -.^4 
0.53  -.60 
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(WAUGH  CHAPEL  -  SOUTHERN^SR) 


TABLE  5. 


AHfA  ahunucl  County' 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
JxaJJ;.':T"  nonverbal  ability  and  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 

Stattstically  controlled* 


SC»fOOL  NAM£ 


SKILL  AREAS 


V(>tA^ULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


GHAuC  AVERAGE  AVERaGL     MARY-       OIFFFr-  AVERAGr  MaRY- 
LANO         €.*'CE  LANU 
GE        NORM  *  GE  NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


DIFFER-  AVtnAGE  MARY-  OIFFFR-  AVERAGF  MARY- 
£NCE  LANO         ENCE  lANO 


r^E  NOHM 


OF  NORM 


OTFFEH- 
E*'CE 


«AU6H  CHAPLL 


i«L5T  ANNAPuLIb 


tfLST  MFAOl 


WOdOSlnE 


3  100,0  3,39 
i>     102,^  5,55 


3  101,0  3,2Q 
'J     101,0  5,53 


3  100. 0  3.65 
5     10U,0  5,741 


3  107,0  3.79 
5     101,0  5.21 


ANuAPULlS  JH  HIGH         7     103,0  b.9B 
9     102,0  6.18 


AHffOLJ  JUNIOR 


AHuNOiL   JH  HI,.  AM 


7     106.0  7,50 
'  106.0  9.03 


7  1041.0  7.16 
9     1U6.0  B.70 


ArtuNULL  JK  HI,   PM         7     106.0  7,10 
*  9     106,0  fl,9l 


8ATES 


BROOKLYN  PK  SR  JR 


CORKHAfI  JH  Hibfi 


7  lOO.O  6.70 
9     1U3.0         a, 62 


7  97,0  6,5b 
^       97,0  7.741 


7  102,0 
101,0 


Llr^OALF  JH  HIGH 

MACAHT>HiR  JH  HlftH 

MAULCV  JR  MIGh 

^lverna  PAUK  JR 

SOuT»CnM  JA  MI 
SOUTHCRN  Si<  MI 


7      ,99 , 0 


7.03 
0.4IB 


GE0R6C  FOX  JR  HIGH       7     101,0  6,70 
9     102,0*  fl,09 


6, BO 


^     101,0  fl,76 


7  102,0  6.95 
9     107,0  fl.67 


7  101,0  6.79 
9     104, 0  fl,(il 


7  107,0  7,61 

9  108.0  9.J« 

7  100,0  6^.27 

9  99.0  7.S6 


3.541 
5,3<* 


3.61 
5.25 


S.Sl 


3.99 
S.2b 

'7. 1*5 
«.59 


7.417 
9.05 


7.25 
9.05 


7.417 
9.D5 


6.fl2 
«.7I 


6.'*9 

M.n2 


7.041 
T.4|fl 


b.93 
«.59 


6.71 
/^.fl2 


7.0a 
9.16 


6.93 

n.n2 


-.15  3.52 
4.21  5.56 


-.32  3,4i3 
♦  .2^  5.341 


4.11  3.419 

4.2>  5,63 


-.20  3,98 
-.041         5',  34 


-.17  lfr,93 
-.11  fi.ZQ 


*.0^  7,2b 


3.60 
5.410 


-.Oft 
♦.16 


-.02 


.,nq 

-•27 


7.58 
9,26 


?.2b 


.  10 


'».72 


7.1a 
8.57 


-.37  7,26 
-.U  B,B7 


-.12  6.79 
-.09  B,7l 


4.09  6.19 
-.2fl  7.39 


-."1  6.96 

♦  .On  8,4io 


.^3  6,69 
.50  8,0a 


4.00  6.66 
-.06  B.57 


-.09  7.03 
-.40   ^  8.77 


-.14 
-.41 


6. Til 


4.03  7.47 


9.15 


I    SCE  CHAPTER  4,  WGTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS 
ACCOHMNYINO  «DtPFfR€Nqi"  SCORES.  '"'^'^"^ 


-.5^  6.58 
-.67  7.42 
OF  TERMS  USED 


3.67  -,24 
5.32  4,02 


3.60  -.11 
^.b6  4,07 


4.07  -,09 

5.32  4,02 

7.16  -.23 

8.44  -,16 


.7.46  -.IB 
8.91  -.19 


7.26 


B49I 


6.86 


6.96 
8.67 


7.&6 


.08 


8.91  -.34 


7.46  -.20 


.04 


.07 


8.55  4,16 


6.56  -.37 
7.85  -.416 


7.06  .-.in 
8.32  4,08 


6.96  -.27 
0.44  -,39 


6.76  -.08 
8.67  -.10 


7.06  -.03 
9.02  -.25 


-.22 
-.49 


.09 


9.14  4,01 
6.06  -.^ 
a.u8  -.66 
AND  EXPLANATION  OP 


3.75 
5.33 


3.06 
5.ri8 


3. 08 
S.66 


4.  ^7 
5.14 


6.^4 
8.n6 


7.  %2 

8.75 


7.00 
8.91 


7.11 

8.a7 


6.95 

8.62 


6.?7 
7.67 


7.  nil 

8.  ^6 


6.  t7 
7.61 


8.?0 


6.*Q 

8.<<5 


6.^6 
8.4  1 


7.58 
0.00 


6.  ti4 

7.  ^4 

ASTEHISK 


3.95 
5.57 


4.01 
5.50 


3.95 
5.72 


4.39 
5.50 


7.22 
8.51 


7.49 
8.90 


7.31 
8.90 


7.4^9 
8.90 


6.95 
8.61 


6.69 
8.01 


7.13 
8.41 


7.04 
6.51 


6.87 
8.71 


7.13 
9.00 


7.o«r 

6.71 


7.57 
9.10 


6.95 
8.21 
(•I 


-.20 
-.24 


-.0^ 
-.02 


4.03 
-.06 


-.0? 
-.16 


-.38 
-.4P 


-.17 
-.15 


-.31 
-.69 


-.38 


4  .00 

4.01 


-.42 
-.34 


-.09 


-.67 
-.90  • 


-.25 
-.51 


-.24 
-.55 


-.18 
-.30 


4.0t 

-.10 


3.2b 
5.51 


3.45 
5.39 


3.42 
5.93 


3.85 
5.9? 


7.n7 
fl.53 


7.66 
8.8^ 


7.22 
6.85 


7.49 
8.93 


?..73' 

^.9n 


6.81 
fl.03 


7.0:^ 

8.42 


6.0a 
rt.27 


6.O8 
8.63 


6.9f, 
8.85 


^»0« 
0.61 


.87 


7.82 
9.41 


6.90 
7.73 


3.63 
5.61 


3.69 
5.93 


3.63 
S.76 


4.0^ 
5.93 


7.43 
8.71 


7.71 
9.15 


7.52 
9.15 


7.tl 
9.19 


7.  19 
8.82 


6.87 
8.17 


7.34 
8.60 


7.24 
8.71 


7.06 
8.93 


7.34 

9.29< 


7.241 
fl.93 


7.80 
0.36 


7.19 
8.39 


-.38 
-.10 


.24 
.14 


-.21 
-.23 


-.17 
-.01 


-.36 
-.18 


-.05 
-.27 

-.30 
-.30 


-.22 
-.22 


-.42 
-.2* 


-.06 
-.14 


-.31 
-.18 


-•54 

-.*I4 


-.08 
-.30 


-.38 
-.40 


.20 
.32 


4.02 
4,05 


-.65 
-.66 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL 


.-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.4 


BALTIMORE  COUNTY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


0^ 

1^' 


required  by- the  ^ccounTi^bxixL^  i^^c^ives  at  the  local  county  « 

rn?esrjoral^:S^nisf«to',i:^?^acS^rs.  ani  subject  specialist, 
are  involved  in  the  accountability  process, 

such ^ a  cooperative  approach  is  not  new       . ^^^J^^^^^^e- 
County.     over  many  years    -w  programs  and  .ns true t.^^^^ 
gies  have  been  the  result        ^he^^^ny  haurs  o  _^  ^^^^ 

teachers,  administrators,   and  subject  sup  practices 
shops  and  curriculum  ^^^^i^ tees.     These  tradition  p^ 

have  been  J-f        .^^re  ^iSfvfdual  school' level.    The  passage 
ITIII  irras^ad^^a  n^l^^ef  of  direct^ef ^ 

1  in 


?in;r    r^^i'c      H  ""S'-  mathematics,   alt  three  areas  at  the  same 

time.     Goals  and  objectives  are  being  defecribed  with  a  greater 
amount  of  precision.     The  importance  q|/measurement  and  the 

roSI?LH^^''?^^^L°5-^^'^^^''^^'   P^°g^e^are  being  stressed  and 
required.     In  .addition,  more  comprehensive  reporting  of  student 
progress  is  being  designed  to  better  communicate  with  parents, 
citizens, , and  others. 

Ln  Baltimore  County  many  groups  and  committees  have 
been  involved  with  the  implementation  of  the  accountability  law 
thus  far.     During  the  1973-1974  schobl  year,   three  of  these  com- 
mittees were  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  establishing 
mS?ic/''lS^2;^-^''r  areas  of  reading,  writing,   and  mathe- 

Zl^t        ^^spectively.     The  educational  background  of  the^ committee 
members  varied;  membership  was  made  up  of  elementary  and  secondary 
personnel,   teachers,   administrators,   subject  supervisors,  and 
staff  from  different  disciplines. 


.  the  end  of  the  school  year,   the  committees  had 

accomplished  their  task;   goals  ,and  objectives  for  the  school 
system  had  been,  established  and  informational  materials  to  assist 
individual  schools  with  the  process  of  setting  goals  and  objec- 
tives had  ^een  developed.     The  following  school  system  goals  were 
established.  ^ 

Baltimore  County  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 
State-wide  Goals  An  Reading, ' Writing,   and  Mathematics,  adopted 
by  the  Maryland  <State  Board  of  Education,  Baltimore  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  elemen- 
tary-secondary school  reading  program  of  this  school  system  ' 
should  be  able  to: 

l.A.   Identify  a  purpose  for  using  print  and  nonprint 
materials . 

l.B.   Locate  a  variety  of  print  ^nd  nonprint  materials. 

1.  e.  Evaluate  the  appropi^iateness  of  specific  print  and 

nonprint  materials    (e.g.,  purpose,   need,  interest, 
level  of  difficulty,  and  content) . 

2.  A.  Apply  a  combination  of  various  methods  of  recog- 

nizing unfamiliar  words    (e.g.,  picture,  context, 
structure,   phonic,  and  authority  clues). 

2.B.  Determine  meanings  of  words  in  context  through 
application  of  word  analysis  and  word  meaning 
y  skills. 
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2,C.  Recognize  words  comprising  basic  vocabulary. 


3. A.  Relate  ideas  by  identifying: 

-  main  idea 

-  '  detail 

-  sequence 

pattern  of  organization  - 

(e.g.,  chapter  headings,  subtitles,  summarises, 
etc . ) 

3.B.  Recall  information  both: 


immediate 
delayed 

B.C.   Apply  appropriate  reading  strategies  including: 

method  of  study  / 
fcrllowing  directions 
*    '      -  skimming 

locating  information 
using  the  media  center 
adjusting  rate 

3.D.   Interpret  material  by: 

drawing  conclusions 

distinguishing  between  fact  and  opinion 
detecting  propaganda 
forecasting  results 

-  m^Jiing  generalizations 

making  comparisons  and  contrasts  ^ 
-r        appraising  or  analyzing 
elaborating 

3.E.   Identify  literary  devices    (e.g.,  character  develop- 
ment,  figurative  language,  plot,   setting,  theme,  etc 

3.F.  Ask  a  variety  of  questions  requiring  him  to  ''read": 

in  the  lines  (literally) 
between  the  lines  (critically) 

-  .     beyond  the  lines  (creatively) 

3.  G.   Interpret  formulas  and  symbols. 

4.  A.   Demonstrate  the  ability  to  follow  directions, 

specifically : 

( 

■  -        basic  directions  -    (e.g.,   road  signs, 
buildin<^  signs,   textbooks,  etc.) 
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sequential  order  directions  -   (e.g.,  emergency 
directicpns,   games,   Do-It-Yourself  Kits, 
first  aid,   telephone  dialing,  recipes, 
appliances,  etc. ) 


cautions,'  labels,   and  warnings  -   (e.g.,  survival 
.  signs,     dosages,   ingredients,  clea^iing 
solvents,  waxes,  etc.) 

locational  directions  -   (e.g.,   street  signs, 
bus  routes,  maps,  etc.) 

4.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  locate  references, 
specif iqally: 

single  volume  jsources^-  (e.g.,  almanac,  catalog, 
job  ma;iual,.  textbook,   travel  guide,  etc.) 

multi-volume  sources  -   (e.g.,   telephone  book, 
encyclopedia,   volumed  indexes,  etc.) 

multi-media  center  -   (e.g.,  card  Catalog, 
magazine  shelf,   etc. ) 

4. C.  Acquire  iriformation  by  using  materials  for: 

vocation  -   (e.g.,   training ^manuals ,  joh^ 
requirements,   want  ads,  work  schedules, 
policies,  and  procedures f  etc.)  ,  , 

-  '      civic  awareness  -    (e.g.,  public  announcements, 
newspapers,  political  materials,   etc.  ) 

home  needs  -   (e.g.,  bills,   sales  policies, 
consumer  information,   government  pamphlets , . 
contracts,  etc.) 

4.D.   Interpret  ahd/or  complete  forms,   specifically:  . 

personal  information  requests  -   (e.g.,  school 
forms,   income  forms,   job  applications,  worJ<:\.ng 
permits,  driver's  license  applications,  etc.) 

financial  agreements  -    (e.g.  ,   sales  slips, 
•     credit  card  policies,   subscriptions.,  reserva- 
tigns,  bank  statements,   rental  agreement^,  6tc.) 

4.E.  Attain  personal  development  by  reading  from  a 

var^iety  of  materials  to: 

f 

'  \^  "  ■  ' 

gain  knowledge 
share  reactions  with  others 
.  entertain  self  and  others 
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•  5. A.  Read  for  personal  a'ctivity. 
5.B.  Read  selectively. 

5.C.  Develop  a  self-concept  as  a  reader. 
in  Writiri^y  each'  s-^dent  should : 


l.A.  Dqtmonstrate  participation  in  a  variety  of  types  , of 
personal  writing — thos6  which  are  self-initiated 
but  only  for  one's  o\^n  use,  ^nd  those,  which  are  self- 
motiVated  but  directed  to  an  audience^  beyond  one's 


*  ^^±t±ng}  that  is,  to  identify  -  ,the.  stimulus  as  ^coming 
from' within  himself,  and  to  identify  tjie  purpose  as 
one  on  a  continuum  from  the  free  expression  of 
feelings  and  idea;s  to -the,  recording  of  experiences, 
emotions,  and  ideas  in  more  ^deli|)erately  structured 
"literary"  forms. 

I.e.  Be  able  to  describe  the  real  or  "established"  • 
audience  for  his  written  communication  before 
selecting  content,  structure or  style. 

I.D.-  ^lecognize  and  demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  sources 
in  himself,  other  people,  and  the  external  environ- 
ment as  the  subject  matter  of  personal  writing, 
seiecti-og' f rom  the  available'  content  what  is  appro- 
priate for  his  purpose  and  audience . 

1.  E.  After  considering  the  extent  to  which  his  personal 

writing  is  to  be  made  "public",  devise  a  method  of 
presfentation  based  on  his  purpose,  audience,  and 
content — determining  perhaps  minimal  adherence  to 
form,   linguistic  structure,  and  conventions  in  free 
expression  and  maximum  adherence  in  personal  writing 
intended  foT  a  more  formal  audience.     He  shourd 
demonstrate  "the  ability  to  write  a  presentation 
based  upon  these  considerations. 

2.  A.  Demonstrate  participation  in  a  variety  of  "social" 

or  "public-transactional"  types  of  experiences  or 
assignments—schobl-related  writing,  social-civic- 
related  writing,  and  career-related  writing. 

2.B.  Be  able  to  determine  the  stimulus  and  intent  of 
'      writing.     He  should  be  able  to  demonstrate  his 
ability  to  write  a  presentation  which  has  been 
motivated  either  by  himself  or  by  another  source 


123 


ERIC 


4-57 


for  school^  social^  civic ^  or  career^related  pur- 
poses such^as  communicating  information  to  "others 

.  for  clarificjhtion  of  meaning-  or  for  explanations  - 
of  processes  or  procedures,  using  language  to  per- 
suade others  to  -  act  or  to  consider  changes  in 

'  .^opinions  and  attitudes,  transacting  business  pr 
^yocational  •activities,  reporting  on  .research,  etc. 

2..C.  Describe  the  real  or  "established"  audience  for 

his  written  communication  before  selecting  content, 
structure,  or  style. 


2.  D.  Recognize  jtnd  demonstrate  <  the  ability  to  use  ."sources 
in  himself ,  other  people,,  the  external  environment, 

print  and  nonprint  materidls,  as  the  subject  matter 
of'  public-transactional  writing,  selecting  from 
available  content  what  is  appropriate  t6  the  V^rpose 
and  audience,  and  what  is  possible  for  inclusion  in- a 
writing  t^sJc  of  specified  lengt;b.  /  ^ 

^^^^^       '    .2.E.  Decide  on  a  method  and  construct  a  presenilation 

which  begins  with  a  plan  for  writing  and 'proceeds 
through  increasing  stages  of  refinement  as  with 
.    .     '    developing  maturity.'    He  should  demonstrate  Jiis 
,  ability  to  select  carefully  from  pptions  in  forms,/ 

linguistic  structures,:  and  conventions  in  the 
me^:hanics  of  writing.  ^ 

/  .•      .  * 

3.  A.  Be  able  to  describe  some,  of  his  ovm^'^personal,  * 

social-civic,  and  career  situations  .^irhich  will, 
reguijre  hife  writing  and  to  estimate  the  degree  of 
adherence  to  ccaiventions  demanded  by  each.'     He  ^ 
should  be. able  to  identify  these  situations  in  his 
own  life.  '    •        '  « 

3.B.  Demonstrate  in  any  situation  requiring  writing 

for  a  formal' audience,  his  understanding  and  value 
of  the  composing  process  by  writing  an  initial 
V    '  draft  and  then  revising  it  before  .submitting  the 

.  paper.  ' 

^    3-C.  Accept  the  responsibility  bf  responding  in  writing 
'  (J^y  writing  appropriate  responses)  when  §ocial 

^     amenities  reguife  them..     .    *  ... 

3.D.  Share  with  the  class* or  a  3mall  group  (or ^describe 
to  them)  .'examples  of  self-motivated  writing  done 
over  a  designated  period  of  tifj,eV 

3.E.  Analyze  and  describe  the  value  he  places  on '.writing 
as  a  means  of  free  expression. 
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^     '  3.f/  Indicate  his  awareness  of  the  peculiar  valuf^^  of  the 
written  word  for  certain  tasks  by. using  that  medium 
:      ,   ^  ^   <  for  expressibn  of  those .tasks.  / 

In  Mathematics,  each  Baltimore  County  student  upon  com- 
pletion of  the  elementary-secondary  mathematics  program  should: 

l.A.  Recognize  mathematical-  symbols  and  definitions.  / 

l.B.  Recall  mathematical  facts.  .  , 

I.e.  Recognize  and  name  basic  geometric  shapes. 

l.D.  identify  and  name  numerical  symbols. 

1.  E.  Recognize  and  identify  standard  units  of  measure. 

2.  A.  Perforin  the  operations  of  addition,  subtraction, 

multiplication,  and  division  of  niimbers . 

2.-B'.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  measure. 

2.C*.  Convert  within  a  system  of  measurement.  ^ 

2.D.  Draw  geometric  shapes  and  figures.  . 

2. E.  Read  charts,  tables,  and  graphs. 

2.  F.  Solve  simple  equations  and  itjtequalities . 

3.  A.  Translate  mathematical* symbols  to  words  and  words 

to  mathematical  symbols. 

3.B.  Translate  one  mathematical  representation  to  another. 

3.C.  Translate  from  a  physical  situation  to  a .mathematical 
representation  and  from  a  ^mathematical  representa- 
tion to  a  physical  situation.  ^  • 

^3.0.  Understand  geometric  concepts  and  processes. 

3,.E.  Construct  and  interpret  graphs. 

3.F.  Possess  a  knowledge  of  probability. 

3.G.  Understand  concepts  of  statistics. 
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4. A.  Det.ermine  a  logical  sequence  of  steps  to  solve  a 
particular  probl#a.  ^ 

4.»B.  Apply  the  mathematical  skills'  and  technicfues  needed 
to  solve  a  particular  problem. 
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5. A.  Recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem,  state  it, 
analyze  it  in  terms  of  given  information  and 
*  required  outcome,  suggest  a  solution  (if  it  exists) 
and  solve  it. 

\    .         •'^  ■ 

5.  B.  Transfer  and  utilize  mathematical  reasoning  and 

processes  to  solve  problems  relating  to  personal, 
cpnsumer,  and  societal  needs. 

6.  A.  Recognize  and  appreciate  the  necessity  of  mathe- 

matics in  daily  living., 

6.B.  Realize  that  mathematics  can  be  enjoyable.  ' 

To  assist  individual  schools  establish  goals  and  objectives  the 
following  publications  were  prepared:  cjecrives,  tne 

Improving  Written  Composition  Through  Accountability  . 

for  the  Teaching  of  Writing— State  Goals,  C^^Ht^  ^ 

Goals,  and  Problems  of  Assessment 

Accountabidity  in  Readinq--A  Guide  for  Local  School 
Management  by  Objectives 

'       Accountability  in  Mathematics-'-A  Guid6  for  the 
Preparation  of  Local  School  Obiectlyji"  

Hy  ^v,  ^"^It""^  1974-1975  school  year,  the  guides  developed 

by  the  committees  will  be  used  by  individual  schools  in  setting 
IZ^TI  °^3^^tives  and  establishing  evaluative  strategJel  Jo  appraise 
student  progress  toward  stated  goals.     As  of  this  wri?ing,  indi^^d^Sl 
?o^S?i^  ^^""f  established  or^are  in  the  process  of  establishing 

o?TSi?^roH-°''.^^^  ^^^^^"^  objectives.     The  studeSt- 

otiented  objectives  and  evaluative  strategies  of  the  individual 
schools  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Maryland  State  Department  of 
Education  by  April  1,   1975.  pctj-uuent  or  ^ 

aoals  ^nH  committees  responsive  for  setting 

goals  and  objectives  in  the  areas  required  by  the  accountability 
law,  other  groups  have  had  coordinating  responsibilities  for  the  ' 
i^Snn"*!i!^^^'-°''  °^  ^5®  program  and  still  other  committees  have 
begun  the  process  of  setting  goals  and  objectives  in  subject  areas 
not  required  by  the  law.     Committees  have  been  establi^ed  in 
S^rinvolSeFtn^^  education,  . art,  music,  and  guidance  services  and  . 
are  involved  in  activities  similar  to  those  utilized  by  the  areas 
of  reading,  mathematics,  and  writing.     These  latter  activiJiJI 

to  a  balanced  curriculum 
with  importance  assigned  to  all  subject  areas. 
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C.  Measurement  of  Student  Progress,     Historically ,  the 

weakest  link  in  the  process  presently  described  as  accountability 
has  been  the  area  of  measurement — the  appraisal  of  how  well 
3tudents  progress  toward  stated  ^ofls  and  objectives.  Although 
the  past  decade  has  produced 'many  'kignificant  advancesr,  many 
measurement  perplexities  remain-     no  doubt,  as  we  reflect  back  a 
decade  from  now,  the  import  of  the  entire  accountability  movement 
will  be  applKais^d  by  the  progress  made-  in  the  resolution  of  some 
of  these  issues.     Will,   for  example,  better  and  more  comprehensive 
measurement  or  testing  strategies  evolve?    The  existing  testing 
phase  of  the  accountability  program  indicates  that  writing  skills 
are  being  assessed.     Some  of  them^^re,   the  mechanics  of  writing 
or  proof  reading  skills  such  as  spelling,  punctuation;  writing, 
per  se,   the  development  of  an  organized  piece  of  written  material, 
however,   is  not  being  appraised. 

Much  of  what  students  learn  in  school  is  influenced 
by  the  affective- or  "feeling'  dimension  of  educational  process. 
How  a  student  sees  hiijiself  or-herself  as  a  learner,   a*id  how  he^ 
^or  phe  relates  to  teachers  and  programs  shape  success  as  much  if 
not  more  than  any  other  factors.     Yet,   the  affective  or  "feeling 
aspect  of  leaifning  eludes  existing  measurement  efforts,  and 
because  of  measurement  difficulties  this  is  not  included  in 
many  accountability  plans.     Most  would  agree  that  the  progress  of 
students  toward  specified  goals  and  objectives  will  be  influenced 
by  factors  related  to  a  student's  "feeling"  about  himself  or 
herself  as  a  learner;   seemingly,  comprehensive  assessment  plans 
should ^ include  ~  or  work  toward  the  inclusion  of  the  affecti^ffi 
dimension  of  tKe  learning  process.  ^ 

Another  question  worthy  of  brief  consideration  is  whether 
a  better  understanding  of  measurement  and  testing  will  be  attained 
as  a  result  of  the  accountability  movement.     Will  the  reader  of 
the  Maryland  State  Accountability  Report,  for  example,  realize 
the  difference  between  the  appraisal  of  student  progress  toward 
specified  goals  and  objectives  and  the  ranking  of  schools  and 
counties  on  average  grade  equivalent^  performance  measures?  In 
and  of  itself,  ranking  information  provides  an  indication  or 
highlights  an  area  measured  by  the  test  tMat  needs  further 
consideration,  but  it  does  not  appraise  how  well  students  are 
progressing  toward  .stated  goals  and  objectives.     Thus/  the  report 
does  not  directly  assess  student  progress  toward  state  and  local 
« account  ability  gcfals  *and  objectives. 

Baltj-more  Coxinty  Assessment  Results.     In  the  main,  the 
test  results  reported  for  Baltimore  County  are  satisfactory, 
compared  with  similar. data  of  past  years  and  general  expectations, 
there  are  no  surprises.  '  In  comparing  the  average  grade  equivalent 
scores  of  Baltimore  County  with  similar  Scores  for  the  State  of 
Maryland  in  the  various  areas  tested  by  the  IOWA  Tests  of  Basic 
Skills  and  the .Cognitive  Abilities  Test  at  grades  three,  five. 
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seven,  and  nine,  the  average  coiarity  scores  exceed  the  State  aver- 
ages in  all  areas.     On  the  language  usage  subtest  at  the  ninth 
grade  level,  the  average  grade  equivalent  score  for  Baltimore. 
County  ranked  one  and  a  half  months  above  the  average  grade 
equivalent  for  the  State;  on  the  mathematical  concepts  subtest 
at  the  seventh  grade  level,  the  average  grade  equivalent  for 
Baltimoire  County  ranked  six  plus  months  above  the  average  grade 
equivalent  for  the  State.     The  other  average  grade  equivalents 
for  Baltimore  County  varied  i^etween  these  positions. 

^  When  compared  with  national  grade  equivalemr^the  average 

grade  equivalent  scores  for  Baltimore  County  vary  above  and  below 
the  national  norms.     According  to  the  data  appearing  in  the 
State  Report,   the  average  grade  equivalent  score  for  Baltimore 
County  ranks  four  and  one-half  months  below  the  National  grade 
^equivalent  in  Reading  Comprehension  at  the  ninth  grade  level;  * 
m  the  language  area,  the  average  grade  equivalent . Score  for'. 
Baltimore  County  ranks  five  and  one-half  pionths  above  the 
National  grade  equivalent  at  the  third  grade  level.     The  other 
average  grade  equivalents  for  Baltimore  County  varied  between 
these  positions.  . 

In  the.mqnths  ahead,  the  informa'tion  reported  in  the 
State  Report  will  be  subjected -to  indepth • study .  As  indicated 
^'^f  average  rankings  that  appear  in  the  State  Report 

will  be  used  to  "highlight"  or  point  out  conditions  for  further 
study.     Once  identified,  other  documents  available  in  Baltimore 
County  containing  item  analysis  will  be  employed  to  appraise 
^^tual  student,  performance.     As  in  past  years,  the  information 
gained  froip/ studying  the  item  analysis  documents,  when  appropriate 
will  be  incorporated  ihto.  future  curricular  and  instructional 
workshops  and  study  committees  at  the  county  and  individual  school 

4-J  \'l^n  A     There  are,  three  additional  considerations  pertaining  to 
the  1.974  test  results  for  Baltimore  County  that  the  reader  should 
be, aware  of  when  reviewing  the  data  contained  in  the  State  Report 
One  issue  involves  nongradedneafl  and  wh^t  children  in  a  nongraded' 
elementary  scho?)l  should  be  teibed.     In  past  years,  Baltimore 
County  used  a  test  level  system  of  its  own  design  that  assured 
the  comparability  of  students  tested  in  graded  and  nongraded 
.schools.     Last  year  for  nOngraded  schools,  age  became  the- sole 
criterion  for  participa;^-ii|5n  in  last  spring's  testing  phase  of 
the  accountability  progrl^^     Early  estimates  of  the  effects  of 
this  policy  indicate  that '^on  the  av^erage  ,  students  tested  in 
nongraded  schools  of  Baltimore  County  were  younger  and  had  spent 
less  time  in  school  than  groupf  of  students  tested  in  graded 
schools.     Since  approximately  one-half  of  the  elementary  schools 
are  nongraded,  some 'adverse  effects  would- be  inherent  in  the  aver- 
age grade  equivalent  scores  for  the  county.     More  importantly, 
the  influence. of  the  student  selection  policy  should  be  considered 
when  appraising  the  results  for  individual  schools. 
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A  second  issue  that  should  be  considered  when  interpreting 
the  results  for  Baltimore  County  involves  the  use  of  the  1970 
census  data  as  a  means  of  assessing  "expected"  school  performance. 
Simply  stated,  many  of  the  communities  in  Baltimore  County  have 
changed  substantially  since  the  data  was  collected  in  1970. 

Testing  in  the  lat6  spring  of  the  year  is  another 
issue  that  should  be  given  consideration.     The  effects  of  test 
administration  so  late  precludes  maximum  utilization  of  the  test  . 
results  at  the  school  level. 

E  Unmet  Needs.     The  goals  of  the  Accountability  Law  are 

admirable  ^i^.     THiJe  goals  are  not  easily  obtained,  but  attain- 
able if  a  concerted  effort  is  made  and  the  resources  are  available 
to  accomplish  the  intent  of  the  law.     Accomplishing  the  goals 
of  the  law  cannot  be  attained  over  one  or  two  years;   they  can, 
however,  be  accomplished  over  the  next  decade  or  so. 

Some  of  the  unmet  needs  have  been  mentioned  in  other 
sections  of  this  report.     There  are  many  additions  to  the  list. 
Other  needs  include   (1)   provision  of  more  help  to  teachers  and 
"administrators  in  the  development  of  better  assessment-  instruments 
and  Strategies  for  school  use,    (2)   increased  understanding  of 
evaluative  information  and  data  by  educators  and  the  public, 
(3)   the  development  of  more  comprehensive  reporting  systems  tor 
documents  such  as  the  State  Report,  and    (4)   the  development  of 
specific  programs  to  achieve  optimum  utilization  of  assessment 
results  at  the  individual  school  level. 
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BALTIMORE  COUNTY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


A-     COMMUNITY  C^HARACTER  I  SJirs 


\ 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

1  

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

621,077 

S12,081 

13,e» 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEl' 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MfDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5)  ) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

12.1 

12.1 

B.     SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS   (AS  OF  SEPTEMBERi  1973) 


(6) 

TOTAt 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS  " 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENQE 

128,700 

$11,643 

$22,258 

9.6 

22.3 

(11) 

'  .  *^2) 

(13*) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

33.6 

\  18.0 

94.4 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16)  ^ 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
^ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
,        PER  PUJ'IL 
7  ADHINISTR^ATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$lf037.77 

$782.14 

'  i_ 

75.5 

$20.18  ^ 

(18) 

r»ERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(J19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS^ 

(ao) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTfED  TO 
PUPIL  rfeRSONNEL 
SERVICES 

1.9 

$6.92 
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"see  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED   IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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BALTIMORE  COUNTY  . 

TABLE  2-     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  S^^ 

AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKILL 
AR£AS 


(11 


NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

SCORE 

«SAs 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SB) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
.  (GE)^+ 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(1) 


VOCABULARY 


•795 


9620 


10592 


110^2 


9?i9l 


106 


105.0 


15.66, 


3. IS 


99.36 


106 


105*7 


14.81 


5.54 


97.72 


24 


103.1 


15*10 


7.34 


96.00 


21 


103.1 


15.27 


1.91 


1.55 


1.16 


1.19 


(2) 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


(3) 


SPELLING 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


J  PUNCTUATION  • 


8795 


9620 


10$92 
11042 


8795 


9620 


10592 


11042 


8795 


9620 


10592 


11042 


8795 


9620 


10592 


11042 


9I.*^09 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


3.94 


99.37 


106 


105.7 


97.72 


96*00 


.26 


103.1 


97.69 


9*'*  37 


97.82 


96.10 


97.76 


99.40 


97.82 


96*10 


97*71. 


99.38 


97.82 


96.10 


106 


106 


26 


26 


a.06 

106 


28 


106 


10& 


26 


28 


103.9 


14.81 


5. 61 


15.10 


7.30 


15.27 


8.75 


105*0 


105.7 


103.8  ' 


103.8 


105.0 


lp5*7 


103.8 


103.8^ 


105.0 


105.7 


15.66 


4.40 


14.81 


5.98 


15.10 


15.27 


15.66 


14.81 


7.64 


8.92 


4.09 


5.89 


15.10 


15.27^ 


15.66 


14.81 


103.8 


15*10 


15*27 


7.54 


8*80 
4.29 


5.94 


7.34 


8.57 


1.22 


1.40 


1.62 


1.80 


1.37 


1.69 


2.01 


2.11 


1.32 


1.67 


1.97 


2.16 


1.41 


1.63 


2.00 


2.17 


FOR  EACH  SKILL  ARE'A. 
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TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (G^APE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


• 

'  *  Skill 

AREAS 

(X) 

GRAJ)E 

(?) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

"(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS' 
•TESTED 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 

(5) 
AVERAGE 

ANPARD 

AGE 

SCORE 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVlATiriN 
( SD } 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
( GE  )  1 1 

(8} 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD } 

(6) 

3 

8795 

106 

X05.0 

15.66 

4.09 

1.41 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

9620 

99,37 

106 

105.7 

1^.81 

5.66 

1.63 

7 

3.0592 

9*'.  82 

26 

103.8* 

15.10 

7.44 

1.95 

3.3.0^2 

96,10 

'  28 

103.8 

15.27 

8.53 

2.  IT 

f  7)  • 

8795 

97,^9 

106 

105.0 

15.66 

4.24> 

1.21 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

9620 

99.32 

106 

105.7 

1^.81 

5 . 88 

1.47 

7 

3.0592 

97.82 

?6 

103.8 

 <^ 

15.10 

1 

7.50 

1.74 

9 

3.3.0^2 

J,  — 
96.10 

28 

. 103.8 

15.27 

8 . 72 

it . 

(Ot 

3 

8795 

97.75 

106 

105.0^ 

15.66 

4.03 

X*Q4 

MATHEMATICAL 
C0NC6P  TS 

/ 

/  5 

9620 

99.30 

106 

 1 

105.7 

rz — '  

14.81 

6.19 

1.52 

7 

3.0592 

97.71 

26 

'  1 

103.8 

15.10 

7.95 

1.  74 

9 

3.3.0^2 

95.92 

28 



103.8 

 5—  1 

15.27 

9.25 

1.7i 

(9) 

3 

8795  ^ 

97.71 

106 

105.0  ; 

15»66 

3.93 

1.08 

MATHEMATICAL 

p  R  n  n  I F  M  <i 

5 

9620 

99.27 

'  ^  f 

106  ! 



105.7  ' 

_  \  i 

14.81 

5.71 

1.40 

7 

3.0592 

97.71 

  1 

26 

103.8 

15.10 

7.56 

1.65 

9 

3.3.0^2 

^  95.92 

28 

103.8 

15.27 

8.89 

1.88 

(101 

3 

8795 

97,67 

106 

105.0 

15.66 

3.99 

1.02 

flilATMEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

S 

9620  . 

99.26 

106 

105.7 

14.81 

5.97 

1.40 

7 

10592 

97.71 

26 

103.8 

15.10 

7.78 

1.62 

•  9 

11U42 

95.92 

—Jh—. 

103.8 

15.27 

9.09  ' 

1.75 

r 

•  AS  OF '9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUMBER  STUDENTS   TESTED  SPRING.   1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMHER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.   BXPRFS5GD  AS  A  PERCFNTAf.F. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORG   (SAS)   DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST.  NONVFRDAL  D ATTFRY PORm  i      iq7i  rntTinM 
THE   MEANG   POR   TKG  NATIONAL    NORM  r.ROUP  POP  GRADES   3.    5.    7.   AN^   i   ARriOO,   NAHmjA^  SD  "   Lf  I 

ft  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)   DERIVED*  FROM  lOHA  TBS^^  OF  BASIC  SKILLS.  FORM  5.  1971  PDITION       thp  mpamc   im  tuc 
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(ARBUTJJS  -  CHURCH  LANf)  ' 


p^^^Jt.*"'''""""""'''  ^"^^"^  -SCHOOL  resources' 


PERCENT 

PERCENT 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(^) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

S  T  AFF 
MASTER'S 

n  C  n  ^  C  &i  T 
rCK  CC  N 1 

DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDlAr^ 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
•  (1) 

MENT 

RATIO 

M3) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

1  ADMIN. 

!  (6) 

^TEACHER 
(7) 

AimiN. 

j  (S) 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
( 9 ) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
( 10 ) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
(  S  ) 
(12) 

ARBUTUS 

K-6 

22.8 

96.4 

21.9 

2.0 

11.4 

20.2 

39. & 

1.2 

11.  5 

Ji^UO  Ji «  u 

BACK  RIVER 

K-6 

307 

25.6 

95.0 

11.0 

1.0 

6.9 

18.0 

16.  7 

3.8 

9.9 

102  77.0 

BALTIMORE  HIGHLANDS 

K-5 

715 

21.0 

95.4 

)2.0 

2.0 

8.3 

20.8 

29.4 

4.5 

10 . 1 

9544.0 

BATTLE  GROVE 

K-6 

742 

18.5 

95.5 

38.0 

2.0 

10.6 

20.5 

27.5 

7.6 

10.  1 

1010  7.0 

BEAR  CREEK 

K-6 

791 

21.4 

95.4 

35.0 

2.0 

9.3 

39.0 

10.8 

2.6 

11.  8 

11154.0 

BEDFORD 

K-5 

461 

21.9 

9  3.1 

19.0 

3.0 

•^11.3 

19.0 

54.5 

1.4 

12.4 

14142.0 

BERKSHIRE 

K-6 

604 

22.0 

96.7 

24.5 

2.0 

8.2* 

25.3 

18.9 

1.3 

9.9 

10666.0 

CAMPF lELD 

K-6 

507 

25.3 

95.2 

18.0 

2.0 

8.9 

1 

22.9 

%t  R 
J  f  .  3 

0.8 

12.5 

14  322.0 

CARNEY 

K-6 

503 

10.6 

96.0 

25.0 

2.0 

10.6 

10.5 

33.3 

3.9 

11.5 

12080.0 

CARROLL  MANOR 

K~6 

612 

*2.7 

95.9 

25.0 

2.0 

12.5 

21.0 

31.5 

4.7 

12.4 

1*6345.0 

CATONSVILLE 

K-6 

630 

24.1 

95.6 

24.5 

2.0 

10.1 

33.5 

26.4 

4.1 

11.4 

12  368.0 

CEDARmERE 


ChADWI'Ck 


CHAPEL  MILL 


CMARLeSMONT 


702         22.9  95.0 


20.6         2.0  0.6       29.5  24. 


419  19.0       95.3  20.0         2.0  10.7       17.5  45.5 

^17         16.3       96.2  23.5  2.0 

506.^      19.9       95.4  27.5  2.0 


9.3       27.0  31.4 


6.0  12.0  11507.0 


0*1  12.5  12106.0 


3.7  11.3  12005.0 


CHASE 


CHESAPEAKE  TERRACE 


church  lane 


551         22.9       95.1  22.0  2.0 


310         24.9       95.9  11.0  2.0 


747         22.0       93.1  32.0     *  2.0 


0.2  22.5  27.1  6.5  i  11.0  ,  10510.0 

11.6  10.  7  20.0  9.0  '  10.0  10779.0 

12.7  24.5^  15.4  o.o  9.0  10361.0 
7.6  1^.0  30.2  2.3  12.4  13412.0 
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(ARBUTUS  -  CKURCH  LAME) 
TA-BL.E  4. 


UALTIMOrtt  tOONTT 
SCHOOL  SYbrEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  ^ 
CONTROLLED*  '                                 ,                           *.  , 

Skill  areas  ,  •  


SCHOOL  NAME 

0 


VOCAWJllARY 

GRAuE  AvfpAbC  AVFRaGl     KAPY-  UTFP'^P- 
LAMD         E»  CE 

.     SA^  GE  ijnp** 


REi^iMR  (Comprehension 


AVERAGF  MART- 
LAND 
GE  NORM 


DIFFER. 
ENCe  ^ 


LANGUAGE  TpTAL 
AVEPAGE  MARY 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 


AHaUTUS 

5 

101,3 
105,2 

4,00 
5 , 60 

3,62 

r^  %4 

♦  .^6 

3,90^- 
5.6*0  "  , 

3.66 
5.b0 

.♦.2? 
'♦.00 

UACK  KIVEK 

3 

5 

97,3 
97,0 

3,30 
<J,50 

3,32 
4  .Oj* 

••*-34 

3,1^"^ 
4  |S0 

3.37 
4 .92 

-.27 
-.42  ^ 

dAuTIMCRE  HlOHLANOS 

9^.9 

3.70 
5.30 

3|4l 
?^»33 

♦  .2q 
-.03  ^ 

3,60 
5,10 

•  3.*l« 

♦  .12" 
.  34 

bATTLL  OHOVE 

3 

b 

101,7 
99,0 

3;70 
4,50 

:<.57 

4  ,97 

♦  .13 

r* .  47 

3.*70  # 
4  ftO 

3.66 
5.  06 

♦  .04 
•*.26 

BE.AH  CPEEK 

3 
5 

110, a 

105. B 

4^10 
b,20 

4.  16 
5.5b 

r.06 
-  .36 

4,10 

5  30 

4.  ^A 

5.  b4 

'  -.1ft 

^(i34 

OtjFOii'^ 

b 

112.7 
llO.B 

4  ,S0  - 
6%30 

.  4.3r 

6,03 

♦  .10 

♦  .27 

4«6'o 
6  »cU 

f 

4.42 
b .  07 

♦  .in 

♦  .13 

b 

101, a 
ia6,2 

3.60 
5,10 

3.5b 
5,45  ^ 

♦  ,05 

'  - .  35 

3,70  , 
5  5u 

3.63 
5.54 

♦  .OT 
-.04 

CAt4pFirL0 

1.0«*.6 
102.0 

3,9& 
S.fvn 

5,46 

♦.04  , 
♦  .  14 

-4,1U 

3.92 
5 . 4  A 

♦.1ft 
♦ .  02 

Cig^l^UtY 

3 

^> 

IOA.2 
1 10,0 

4.00  ^ 
5,20 

4.01 
.  85 

-.01 
-  .65 

3:70 
5.40 

4.11 
5.93 

-,41 
-,53 

CAitNOLL   MA  tOR 

3 

'J 

10^.1 
lOh.3 

4«4n 

6.00 

4,13 
5.75 

♦  .27^ 

♦  »?5^ 

4,30 

m.  fen 

b .  nu 

"  4.20 

♦  .10 

♦  .07 

C  A  TO'^tsV  I  LLc 

!> 

107. b 
106,2 

4  ,nn 
5, so. 

3.97 
',.61 

♦  .03 

4.30 
5.60 

4.0^ 
5.b7 

♦  ,24. 
- .  07 

CtuAKMFHt 

'J 

l1}3.2 
105.3 

U  .00 
5.40 

n.74 

3.56 

♦  .26 
-» lA 

3  ..90 
5.40 

«,3.n2 

5.63 

♦  .on 

-.23 

CrtAOMlCK 

b 

105.7 
1U3.3 

3,^0 
5.00 

^.90 
5.47 

-.10 
-.47 

3.90 
5.20 

3.9*) 
5.54 

-.09 
-.34 

CHAPLL  Hlwu 

3 

100,1 
1U'*,5 

3.50 
5,4a 

(i 

^,**4 
5,4ft 

-,0'i 
-,0<« 

3.60 
£>,60 

3.b0 
5.b4 

♦  .OO 

♦  ,06 

CnAMLL'tMOuT 

J 
•> 

96.7 
100,7 

3.60 
4. AO 

5,15 

.  -.35 

o 

3,50 
5,00 

3.37 
5.24 

♦  .13 
"  -.24 

CHASE 

3  96,3 
Sr  100,5 

3,30 
4  .70 

3,30 
5,14 

♦  ,00 
-.44 

3,40 
5.10 

3.34 
5.22 

♦  ,06 
-.12 

CHESAPFAKL  TttlHACt 

b 

10**, fl 
103.0 

3.60 
5,40 

3.74 
'  5.23 

-.14 
♦  ,17 

3,^0 
5,40 

3.B4 
5.32 

-.04 

v.on 

CHURCH  LAi<r, 

3 

UO.l 
Jrll.2 

4  ;^{) 

5,<>0 

4.16 

♦  .14 
-.13 

4,40 
6.'00 

4.26 
b.Ofl 

♦  ,  14 

-.00 

LAND 
r.E  NORM 


niFFFR. 
ENCE 


AVERAGE  MA*Y- 
LANO 
GE  NORM 


4«?0 
5.O0 


3.60 
4.60 


^.70 
5.40 


3.O0 
5.10 


4.70 
5.^0 


5.  ?0 

6.  no 


4.10 
5.00 


4.^0 
■%.Q0 


4.40 
'^.OO 


4.70 
i6.lO 


4.50 
6.00 


4.10  . 
"5.70 


4.40 
5.60 


4.02 
5.79 


3.74 
5.22 


4.01 
,5.3« 


4  .60 

<!i.SO 

,4.73 
6.21 


3.-98 
b.flb 


4.24 
5.63 


4  .44 
6.12 


4.51 
5.90 


4.39 
3.87 


4.15 
5.7ft 


♦  .in 

♦  .11^ 


-.14 
*-.3l 


..il 
-.24 


♦  .10 
•^.20 


♦  .%7 

♦  .5** 


.0^ 


♦  .2t 


.04 
.  1? 


♦  .10 

♦  *20 


.U 
.13 


-.on 


4.00  3.70 
6.00  5..a2 


3.70 
5.10 


3.70 
5.6C 


3.60 
5.30  . 


4.40 

5. no 


4.j!0 
6*50 


3. no 
5.70 


4.00 
5.O0 


4.10 
6.O0 


4.40 
6.?C 


4.20 
6.30 


4.00 

5. no 


3.<t7 
5,25 


3,55 
5,73 


^3,69 
5.^7 


4.ln 
5,«4  ' 


4,30 
6,24 


DTFFEt- 
'e^'CE 


♦  ,30 

♦  •16 


♦.23 
-.15 


.♦•l5 
-.13 


-.09 
-.07 


♦  .22 
-.04 


♦  .20 

♦  •26 


3. SO 
6.03^ 


4^10 

5.10 


3.40 
5.^0 


3. no 

5.50 


4. no 
6.50 


3.6ft 
5.A6 


3.nq 
5.66 


4.05 
6.14 


4.  14 
5.93 


4^02 
5^90 


3.  no. 
5.ni 


♦  •12 
-•16 


♦  ai 

♦  •24 

♦  •05 


♦  •26 

♦  •37 


♦  .1ft 

♦  •VO 


♦  .20 
-.01 


4.32" 
S.65 

♦  .on 

-.OS 

3. no 
5.7-0 

3.03 
5.6«J 

-.13 
♦  .<fl 

3.95 
5.7S 

-.45 

3*.  60 
6.^0 

3.64 

S.7n 

-.04 
♦  .22 

3.74 
5.46 

f  .36 
-.36 

3.5C 
5.40 

1.45 
5.^0 

♦  .05 
-.09 

3.71 
5.45 

t 

r.3l 
-.15 

3.60 
5.60 

3*.^  3 
5.4q 

♦.17 

♦  .n 

4.19 
5.^ 

-.30 
-.  13 

3.60 

5;60 

3.ft5 
5.64 

-.25 
-.Ol» 

4.57  . 
6.22 

♦  .3? 

♦  .'2n 

■^.4  0. 
6.70 

4.l\ 
6.25\| 

y  ♦•23 
f  ^.4? 

♦     56E  CHAPTER         SECT  I  OH.  * .  1.  2  FOR  DEFINITIONS 
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(ARBUTUS  -  CHURCH  LANE) 


tiALTlMOME  COUNTY 
SCliOOt  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5,     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 

AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
>    STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AitEAS 


vocabulart 

SC>A>04.  NAMe  GRAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAGt  MAHV- 

LANO 

SAS  GE  NORM 


READING  C0HPHEHEN5I0N 


LAf^GUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHE^TATICAL  TOT*t 


E^CE^^'  '   21^1^^^  AVEpAGE     MARY-       niFFER-  AVFH*GF  MART- 


GE 


LAND  '  ENCE 
NORM 


6E 


-   —    OTFFEH- 

LANO        ENCE  LANH  r»»CE 

NOKM  GE  0  N0R1I4 


AKliUTUS 


BACK  KIV&R 


3  101,3 

a.^  t0b,2 

3  V7,3 

b  97.0 


BALTIMORE  HIGHLANDS     3  9A,9 
5     1 ,  7 


BATTLt.  GROVE 
BLAR  jCoCCK 
UtbFOHO 

CAMPFXrtU 
CAkNCY 

CAaROLL  MA  .OR 

CATONSVILLE 

CEuARMFRE 
CHA04ICK 
CHAPEL  HILL 
CHARLCSNOtir 
CHASE 

CMESAPEAKL  TEHMaCE     -3  io<»,8 
5  103,0 


3  iUl,7 
b  99.0 


^  110,0 
5  105,0 


3  112,7 
5     110, A 


3  101, <» 
b  106,2 


3  10«,6 
b  102^0 


3  10A,2 

i»  rio,o 


109,1 
b  105,3 


3  107,5 
^  106,2 


3  103,2 
5>  10'i,3 


^  I0b,7 
b  103,3 


3  100,1 
5  10*»,5 


3  96,7 
5  100,7 


3.^  96,3 
&  100,5 


<»,00 
5,^0 


3,30 


5,70 
5,30 


3,70 


<4,  10 
5,20 


<4,50 
6,30 


3,60 
5,10 


3,90 
5,60 


<»,00 
b,20 


<»,<»0 
6,00 


<»,00 
5, bo 


5,40 


3,00 
5,00 


3, SO 
5,(i0 


CHuMCh  LAI4£ 


3  110,1 
S  111,2 


3, AO 
<»,00 


3,30 
*»,70 


3,60 


«»,30 
5,90 


3,63 
5,61 


3,37 
0,91 


^,«*7 
5,57 


3,65 
5,00 


4,2(1 
5,67 


(1,36 
6,10 


3,63 
•^,70 


3,0(» 
5,3<» 


<»,07 
6,03 


(«,  13 
b,62 


(1,02 
5,70 


3,7b 
5,6? 


3,91 
'j,«5 


3,55 
S,55 


3,3^ 
5,23 


3,31 
5,21 


3,0b 
5,(»2 


♦  ,37 
-,01 


^,07 


,23 
,27 


♦  ,05 
.,5A 


-,  1(* 
-,(*7 


♦  ,2n 


-,03 
-,60 


,06 
»26 


3.90 
5,60 


3.10 
<».50 


3.60 
5.10 


3,70 
d.Oo 


(«.10 
,  5.30 


4.60 
6.20 


3.70 
5,50 


d.lO 
5.50 


.f»7  3.70 

,f^^  •  s.do 


,27 
,3^ 


-,0? 
-,20 


♦  ,2b 


-,U 
-,(*5 

-,15 


♦,?7 
-,«3 


(1,30 
5, AO 


**,30 
5,60 


3,90 
5,(»0. 


3,90 
5,20 


3,60 
5,60 


3,50 
5,00 


-,0t  -  3,*»0 
-,5l  5.10 


-,25 
-,0? 


U,  19 
6,13 


»,11 
-,23 


3,00 
5,(»0 


(1,(40 
6,00 


3,69 
5,66 


3,(i2 
5,00 


3,b3 
5,62 


3,71 
b.t6 


(1,32 
5,71 


H,(m 

6,11 


3,69 
5,7(1 


♦,2I  I  H,?0 
-.06        5*.  90 


3. 
b.dO 


(*,15 
6,0*1 


(1,21 
5,67 


(1,10 
5,7* 


3,01 
5,67 


3,9fl 
5,b0 


3,61 
5,60 


3,30 

5,2.9 


3,35 
5,2A 


3,92 
5,(i0 


(1,27 
6,1% 


-,32. 
-,50 


♦  ,07 
-,b2 


-,01 
-,36 


-,22 
-,(il 


♦  ,16 

♦  ,09 


♦  ,01 
-,2M 


♦,10 
♦,10 


3,60 
(1,60 


3,70 
5,(iO 


3,o0 
5,10 


H,?0 
5,^0 


5,?0 
6.10 


11,10 
5.«0 


5.O0 


.t»5  d.dO 
.6(1   •  6.00 


♦.09 
♦.13 


♦  .20 
-.U 


♦  .09 
-,27 


,011 
,30 


-,01 
♦,00 


♦.12 
-,29 


-P5 
.10 


.12 
.00 


♦.13 
-.Id 


*l,70 

^,10 


d,^0 
6,00 


d,  to 
5,70 


d,<iO 
5.60 


3.50 
6,00 


d,  10 
5,10 


3,d0 
5,^0 


3.  AO 
5.50 


11.90 
6.50 


d.03 
5«A1 


5.70 
5.19 


3. AO 
5.70 


d,06 
5,3d 


d,62 

b.a6 


d,7d 
6. 2d 


d.Od 
5.09 


d.2d 

b^.57 


d.d6 

6.  lA 


d.5? 
5.02 


d.d2 
5.09 


d.l5 
5.02 


d.30 
5.67 


3.96 
5.76 


3.7H 
5.d7 


3.72 
b.d6 


d.25 
5.65 


♦  .17 

♦  .09 


-.lA 
-.59 


.3A 


.16 
•  2d 


♦  .OA 
-.26 


♦  .d6 

♦  .56 


♦  .06 


♦  .06 

♦  .33 


-.06 
-.  lA 


♦  .|A 

♦  .2A 


♦  .OA 

♦  .1 1 


-.IP 


♦  .10 
-.07 


-.d6 
♦  .2d 


♦  .3A 
-.37 


-.3? 
-.16 


d.OO 
6.00 


3.70 
5.10 


3.70 
5.60 


3.60 
S.30 


.dO 
.AO 


d^«50 
6.50 


3. AO 
5.70 


d.Oo 
S.90 


d.  10 
6.00 


d.dO 
6.30 


d.2n 
6.30 


d.Oo 
5.^0 


3. AO 
S.70 


3. 60 
6.00 


3.5P 

b.do 


-.d5 
1 


3.60 
5.60 


i60 
0 


d.50 
6.27 


*^^?  \  d.do 
♦.23  6.70 


3.70 
5.05 


3.dB 
5. 2d 


3.57 
5.AI 


3.73 
5.39 


U.22 
5.49 


d,33 
6.26 


3.71 
5.92 


3.AA 
5.61 


U.OA 
6.30 


d.l3 
5.A5 


d.Od 
5.«»2 


3.A1 
5.A5 


1.9d 
5.71 


3.6d 
5.  AO 


3.«I5 
5.51 


3.d3 
5.50 


3.90 
5.6a 


d.  t9 
6.29 


♦  .30 
♦.15 


♦  .22 
-.Id 


♦  .13 
-.21 


-.13 
-.09 


♦*1A 
-*09 


♦.17 
♦  .2d 


♦  .09 
-*22 


♦  .12 

♦  .29 


♦  .02 
-.20 


♦  .27 


♦.16 
♦  .3« 


♦.19 
-.05 


-.or 


-.Od 
♦  .20 


♦  .OS 
-.11 


♦.IT 
♦.10 


.3q 

.00 


♦.21, 

♦  .dl 
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""^  ^"^^'^  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


SCHOOL  NAHE 


COCKevSVILLE 


COLGATE 

r 

eROMWELL  VALLEY 
jpeEP  CREEK 
DEER  PARK  ELEH 


EASTWOOD 


EDGEHERE 


EDMONSON  HEIGHTS 


ELHWOOD 


ESSEX 


FEATHERBED  LANE 


FIFTH  DISTRICT 


FORT  GARRISON 


FORT  HOWARD 


FRANKLIN 


FULLERTON 


GLENMAR 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(LI 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DA  ay 

ATTEN- 
DANCE , 
(41 


TOTAL  NO. 


TEA^CHER 
(5) 


ADMIN. 

(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 

EXPERIENCE  - 


TEACHER 

(7) 


ADMIN, 
(8) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGRCE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9» 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 

Disad- 
van- 
taged 

(101 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
PilMlLY 
INCUME 
•  (>} 
(12) 


^73         17.6       95.9  2^.9         2.0   '  ^i^^ 

390         18.1       96.0  19.^  2.0 


^-    22.3  6.1  12.1  13298.0 


K-6 


K-6 


•V98  20,7  .<J'7.6 

362  ^1.9  .  96.0 

594  22.9  94.1 

915  22.0  94.3 


T.fl.  15.0  25.9 

22.0  .       2.0           II. g  17.1  41.7 

^^-"^  2«0  6.6  13.5  31.0  . 
24.4  ^0 


^.l  iO.O  10730. 0 

J**!  12.6  17743.0 


6.0       16.0  41.7 


4.1  11.3 


3.5  12.2 


2.0  12.2       23.0      26.5  10.2  10.8 


69?  .      20.4       96.4  ?2.0 


9959.0 
13i>k,1.0 
>9718.0 


316         17.5       95.1  16. o\      2.0  5.7       27.7  27^8 


717         19^  94.7 


049         2Z,2  9^7.1 


21. 3       95.6  35.0  2.0 


6.8  9.7  10688.d(l 


6.9 


2.0  12.4       l\o  26.5 


560         19.4       95.9           26.0  2.0  9.8  23.7  34.0 

384         2/yi       96.7           16,3  i.q  x2 . 3  17.0  31.7 

462'       19.9       V0.5           22.2  1.0  6.9  29.7  30. i 

8-0  l.O  '     9.6  16.0  11.1 


10.1  10777.0 
'3.4  12.1  \  11819.0 

6.1  11.1  10705.0 

5.0  10.^2  .  11(33.0 

.    2.^'  12.3  12385.0 

s  ■  ■  * 

•^•5  .11.9  11369.0 

2.3  li;.8  24588.0 


156         17.3  95.4 


21.3 


9.4  10309.0 


K-6 


766         21.3       96.3  34.0         2.0  13. ^       31.5  27.8 

r 

646         20.0       97.2  29.0         2.0  (^.o       21.  3  22.6 


6.0  12.1  11754.0 


3.0  11.1  11691.4) 


616         19.6       96.9  37.5  2.0 


O.L       30.5       19.2  e!.7  10.2  10;t94.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMEf^T  JO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

C0NTR0LLED4=  ^ 


BALTIMORE  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


COcKEYr>VlLLE 


COLGATE 


Cme«li.UL  VALLEY 
DEEP  CREEK 


DCeft  PAKK  EU£H 
OUwOALK 
'  EASTMfOOD 

EU0EMtR& 

EUI^ONS^N  HLXGHTS 

£LMWO0n  ^ 

ESSEX 

FEATHtPBLU  LANt 
tfr  FIFTH  OlST.<ICT 

I  ■ 

\  FOmT  GARRIiiOM 
FW»hT  HO»*ARu 
FKANKLIN 

fullehton 

GLENMAP 


VOCABULARY 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


SAS 


i  107, U 
5  i0«*,3 


'3  99,6 
b  104.0 


3  113,3 
5  112,0 


3  101.1 
b  99,2 


3  lUB.S 
5  1US.0 


3  100,4 
5  103.2 


3  105.0 
b  104,4 


3  99,1 
5    101. G 


3  105,3 
b  105,1 


3  '  104,6 
b  104,4 


3  lui.a 

5  i03.5 


^  164,2 
5  103,7 


3  107,2 
5  105,9 


3  111,2 
b  11U,0 


3  106,5 
5  103.7 


3  1U3,6 
5  103,4 


3  109,4 
b  103.9 


3  roo,o 

b      98,  i 


GE 


3.90 
b.50 


3.U0 
4,90 


4,70 
6.50 


3.50 
5.30 


4,^0 
5,70 


3.30 
5,20 


3,90 
4,90 


3.70 
4.90 


4,20 
5»S0 


3,70 
5.10 


3. AO 
5.10 


4.00 
b,50 


4,00 
b.BO 


4.60 
6.50 


3.70 
4.90 


3.70 
5.20 


4,00 
5.50 


3.40 
4.fl0 


NORM 


U.OO 
5.56 


3.46 

5;32 


U.39 
6.26 


3.58 
5.05 


4,06 
5.57 


3,52 
S,2A 


DIFFFR. 
EfCE 


.,lrf 
-,06 


3.75 
5?  32 


3.43 
5.17 


3.fl6 
5.56 


3,78 
S.41 


3.59 
5.31 


3.R1 

S#50 


3.96 
5.58 


U.33 
6.39 


3.82 
5.24 


3.77 
■i.44 


U.06 
5.41 


3.4A 
<«.92 


,06 
.42 


♦  ,31 

♦  .24 


-,0fl 
♦  .25 


♦  ,24 
-•17 


-•22 

-,nA 


READING 
AVERAGE 
GE 


3,90 
S,70 


3,50 
5,10 


4,90 
6,U0 


3,70 
5,50 


4,30 
5,60 


3,60 
5,30 


SKILL  AREAS, 

COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

R-  aVEhaGE  MARY- 
ENCE  LAND  ENCE 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 
MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEHAGE    T^ARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-  DJ^^^^" 


♦  .15 
-•42 


♦  •27 
-•27 


♦  .34 

♦  .24 


-.08 
-•31 


♦  •21 
-.21 


4.19 

♦  •on 


♦  .ott 

♦  .22 


♦  .27 

4.11 


-.1? 
-.34 


•  07 
.24 


-,06 
♦  .09 


-.Ofl 
-.1? 


3^S0 
5,10 


3,60 
5,10 


4,30 

5,ao 


3,70 
5.30 


3,78 
5,40 


4,20 
5,50 


1^,00 
6,00 


4,70 
6,30 

3,90 
5,10 


3,70 
5,40 


4,20 
5,60 


3,40 
4,90, 


NORM 


4,08 
5.60 


3.53 
5.40 


4.47 
6^22 


3^66 
5^15 


4^15 
5^91 


3^60 
^5^39 


3^a5, 

5^41 


3^49 
5^25 


3.95 
b.63 


3  •87 
S^bO 


-.18 
♦  .10 


-.03 
-.30 


♦  •43 

♦  •18 


♦  .04. 

♦  •35 


♦  •15 
-•11 


♦^00 
-.09 


n.66 
5.39 


3^9 
5.55 


4.06 
5.66 


4.34  . 
6.21 


3.93 
5.  34 


3.84 
5^51 


4.17 
5.48 


3.55 
5.01 


-•05 
-•91 


♦  •11 
-•15 


♦  •35 

♦  •17 


-.17 
-.20 


♦•04. 
♦  .01 


♦  .31 
-.05 


-.06 
♦  .34 


♦  .36 

♦  .09 


•  03 
.24 


.14 
.11 


♦  .03 

♦  .12 


-.15 
-.11 


GE 


4ao 

5. AO 
5.?0 


5.10 
7.00 


n.70 

5.80 


4,70 
StAO 


4^10 
6^00 


4^00 

^•to 


4^?0 
5.60 


4.70 
6.50 


4.10 
5. AO 


4.10 
5.50 


4.40 
5. AO 


4  .7^0 
6^?0 


5.10 
6. AO 


^.AO 
5.70 


3^90 

5,f>0 


4.40 
5.70 


3. AO 
5.10 


LAND 
NORM 


4.4D 
5.76 


3.89 
5.70 


4.76 
6.39 


4.01 
5.33 


4.47 
6^07 


^•96 
5^60 


'^4^19 
5^73 


3.85 
5^54 


4^28 
5.77 


4.21 
5^71 


4^01 
5.68 


4.22 
5.69 


4.39 

5.82, 


4.62 
6.44 


4.2B 
5.68 


4.18 
5.65 


4.50 
5.70 


3.91 
5.29 


GE 

NORM 

-.30 
♦ .  04 

4.00 
6.00 

5,79 

-.03 
♦  •ei 

-,39 
-.50 

3.70 
5.90 

3.60 
5.72 

♦  .10 

♦  .18 

♦  .34 

♦  .61 

4.6P 
6.40 

4.37 
6.41 

♦  .23 
-.01 

-.31 
♦  •47 

3.80 
5^60 

3.67 
5,38 

♦  •13 

♦  •22 

♦  •23 
-•27 

4.20 
5^70 

4,09 
6,09 

-•39 

♦  .14 

♦  •40 

3.60 
5^80 

3,63 
5.64 

-.09 
♦  ,16 

-•19 
—  •63 

4^10 

9  .  OU 

3.66 
5^75 

♦  •24 
-.15 

♦  •35 

♦  •  06 

3.80 
5  60 

3^57 
5.56  ' 

♦  •23 

♦  .04 

♦  •42 

♦•Jt3 

4^30 
6. 5A 

3.91 
a^Al 

♦  ,39 

— .  11 
♦  .09 

K  on 
5.60 

3,  AS 
5.74 

♦  •05 
-.14 

♦  .09 
-.ll» 

4.00 
5.60 

3^71 
5^70 

♦  •29 

-,io 

♦  .lA 

♦  •11 

4.20 
5.90 

3.A6 
5.73 

♦',34 
♦  .17 

-.09 
♦  .38 

4.10 
6.30 

4.00 
5.H5 

♦  ,10 
•  ^.45 

♦  .4A 

♦  .36 

■  s=- 
4.60 
6.90 

4.31 
6.45 

♦  ,29 

♦  .45 

-•4A 
♦  .0? 

3.80 
b.AtJ 

3.93 
S.69 

•  -.13 
♦  .11 

.2A 
.05 


-.10 
♦  •00 


.11 
.18 


3.80 
5. AO 


'4.20 
5.7n 


3.7n 

6.40 


3.82 
5.69 


4.11 
.5^73 


3.61 
t  5.32 


-.02 
♦  .11 


♦,.09 
-».03 


♦  .09 

♦  .08 


♦  SEE  CHAPTER  A,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS 
^     ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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* 

TABLE  5. 


SCHOOt  SV«,TCH 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS f  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ARILHY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  \  ' 


SCHOOL  NAME 


VOCABULARY  READING  COMPREHENSION 

AVERAGE  AVERAGE  HARY 
LAND 

SAS  6E  NORM 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY* 

emce  land 

'  .  GE  NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT«L 


DIFFER-  AVEpagE  MARY- 
ENCE  LAND 
GE  NORM 


OIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
ENCE  LAND 
6E  NORM 


DTFFER- 

EMCC 


qOCKEYSVILLE 
^  CttL«ATE 

CHOMWtU  V4LUY 
PfcEP  CREEl( 
PCCR  FA^K  eLCN 
OUi^AU 
CAsTifOOO 
CPOCMERE^ 
CbMOf^^iOri  HiCl«l4Tb 
EUMUOOP 

csscx 

FfcATM^PB^O  LANE 
FIFTH  OiSI^ICT 
FOftT  GAKKIbON 

r 

F,QaT  MOWAHO 

fhanklin 

FULLERTON 
itENMAR 


9  107,4  3.90  11.02 
5    10*. 3        S«50  5.5<» 


3  99.8  3.*0  3.53 
i>     10*. 0        it.90  b.51 


^  113.3  *.70  i».40 
&     11270        6.50  6.20 


I  101.1  3.bO  3.61 
5      99.2  .     5.30  5.10 


9  108.5  11.30  .  4.09 
5  .  lOB.ft        5.70  \  5.92 


»  100,*  3.3Q  3,157 
^    103.2        5.20  5.** 


3  i05.0  3,90  3.86 
5    ^0*,*        ^•90  5.5* 


J  99,1  3,70  3.«#8 
5     101,6        *,9q  5.30 


3  105.3  l»,2o  3.80 
5    lOS.l        5.80  5.60 


3  10*.6  3.70  3«8<» 
&    10*.*        5.10  5.5* 


^  101. a  3,80  ^  3.66 
a    103,5        5,10  S.*7 


'  3  10*, 2 
t>  103.7 


3  107.2 
5  ,105.9 

3  H1/2 
5*  110.0 

A  106,5 
5  103.7 


3  103.6 
5  103.ft 


-fl3 
-.61 


f.30 
♦  .30 


-.11 
♦  .20 


♦  .21 
-.22 


-.27 
-.21* 


♦  .Oil 
-.6* 


♦  .22 
-.*0 


♦  .3? 

♦  .20 


-.1* 
-.*!» 


♦  .1* 
-.37 


3.90 
5.70 


3.50 
5.10 


*,90 
6.*0 


3.70, 
5.50 


^.30 
5. BO 


3.60 
5.30 


3.80 
5.10 


'  3.60 

sho 


*,30 
5.80 


3.70 
5.30 


3.70 
5,H0~ 


*.0^ 
5.58 


3.59 
5,56 


*.*• 

6.21 


3.67 
5.17 


*.17 
5.95 


3.63 
S.bO 


-.19 
♦.|2 


-.09 
'-.*6. 


♦  .*2 

♦  .19 


♦  .03 

♦  .33 


♦  •13 
-.15 


-.03 
-•20 


3.93  -.13 
5.59  -.1*^0 


3.5*  ^.06 
5.37  -.27 


3^95  ^^35 
5.65  ^.15 

■  (  ' 

3.91  ^  -.21 
^•59  -.29 


3.72  -.02 
5.52  -.12 


*.10 
5.80 


5.20 


5.10 
7.00 


3.70 
5.80 


*.70 
5.80 


*.10 
6.00 


H.GO 
5.t0 


*.90 
5.60 


*.70 

6.'^0 


*.to 

5. AO 


*.to 

5.^0 


3  109.* 
5  103«9 


3  100,0  ^.HO 
5      98.1  *.80 


*^.00 
^•50 

3.81 
5.*8 

♦  .19 

♦  .0;; 

It. 20 
5.50 

3.88  ^ 
5.5* 

♦  .32 
-.OK 

*.H0 
5.  AO 

*.oo 

5*80 

4.00 
5.67 

♦  .00 

♦  .13 

*.00 
6.00 

*.08 
5.71 

-.08 
♦  .29 

^  *.^0 
6.20 

<».60 
6^50 

tt.26 
6.03 

♦  .311 

♦  .i*? 

*.70 
6.3P 

*.35 
6.0* 

t*35 
♦  .26 

5.10 
6.JK0 

3.70 
*^90 

3*^96 
5.*8 

-.26 
-.5H 

3.90 
5.10 

-  *.03 
'5.5H 

-.13 
•*.*«l 

3.80 
5.70 

3^70 
&.20 

3.77 
5.l»6 

-.07 
-.26 

3.70 
\  5.40 

3^8* 
5.51 

-.11 

3. 00 
5.60 

*.00 
5.50 

*.15 

S.sro 

-.15 

'♦.00 

*.20 
5.60 

*.23 
5.55 

-.03 
♦  ,05 

*.40 
S.70 

3^5* 
5.00 


.1* 

.20 


3.40 
*.90' 


3.60 
5.09 


.20 
.18 


3.80 
S.IO 


*.*1 

5.75 

7.31 
♦  .05 

4.00 
6.00 

4.04 
5.78 

-,d* 

♦  •22 

3.9* 
5.72 

-,4* 
-.52 

\ 

3.70 
5.90 

3.62 
5*76 

♦  .08 

*'".78 
6,33 

♦  .32 

♦  .67 

4.60 
6.40 

4.36 
6.35 

♦  .2* 

♦  .05 

K.02 
5.36 

-.3? 
♦  .** 

3.80 
5.60 

3.69 
5.40 

♦  .11 

♦  .20 

*.*a 

6.09 

♦  .2? 
-.29 

4.20 
y.70 

4.10 
6.11 

♦  .10 
-^*1 

3.97  . 
&.66 

♦  .13 

♦  .3* 

3.60 
5.80 

3.65 
5.70 

-•05 

♦  a  10 

11.26 
5.75 

-.26 
-.65 

4.10 
5.60 

3.91 
5.79 

♦  .19 
-.19 

3.89 
5.5* 

♦  .31 

♦  .06 

3.80  r 
5.60 

3a58 
3.^8 

♦  .22 

♦  .02 

*.2a 

5.81 

♦  .42 

♦  .49 

4.30 
6.  30 

3.92 
6.84 

♦  .38 

♦  .*6 

% 

*.24 
5.75 

-.14 
♦  .05 

3.00 
5.60 

3.88 
5.79 

♦  .02 
-.19 

*.06 
S.69 

♦  .04* 
-.19 

4.00 
5.60 

3.73 

-5.72 

♦  .27 
-.12 

*.21 
5.70 

♦  .19 

♦  .10 

4.20 
5.00 

3.86 
5.74 

♦  ^.3* 

♦  .16 

4.40 
5.87 

-.10 
♦  .33 

4.10 
6.3n 

4.03 
5.90 

♦  .07 

♦  .*0 

4.65 
6.18 

♦  .45 

♦  .62 

4.60 
6.90 

4.25 
6.20 

♦  .35 

♦  .70  « 

*.35^ 
5,70 

-.55 
♦  .00 

3.80 
5.80 

3.99 
5.74 

-.19 
♦  .06 

*.17 
5.68 

-.27 
-.08 

3.80 
5.80 

3.83 
5.71 

-.03 
♦  .09 

4.53 
5.72 

-.13 
-.02 

4.2o 
5.70 

4.15 
5.75 

♦  •05 
-.05 

3.95 
5.28 

-.15 
-.18 

3.70 
5.40 

3.63 
5.32 

♦  .07 
♦•P8 

♦    «"oSlSSItll.%f?«"f!lcJi*j£0«S."'"''"'™'        """^  "'"-*N*"PN  OF  ASTERISK 
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TABLE  S.     School  LE\^EL— COMMUNITY'  AND  PUBLTr^runh.  ^c. 

PROFILE*       -    ^  •  H'USLIC  SCHOOL-RfSOUF^CES 


SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

(1) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

WAFF 

RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

t>AILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(A) 

9 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEAi^S 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGKEE 
OR  ABOVE 

V 

SCHOOL  a|I»e  CHIUDREN 

ti 

PERCENT 
DtSAD- 

VAf/T 
TAGED  ' 

(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11). 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY- 
INCOME 
($) 

(12) 

TEACHErI ADMIN. 
(5)  (6) 

TEACHErI ADMIN. 
(7)     \  (0) 

GRANGE 


GRAY  MANOR 


GUNPOWDER 


HALETHORPE 


HAMPTON 


HARFORD  HILLS 


HAWTHORNE 


HEBBVILLE 


HERNWOOD 


HiLLCftEST 


^^ILLENDALE 


INVERNESS 


JOHNNYCAKE 


KINGSVILLE 


LANSDOWNE  ELEH 


LOCH  RAVEN 


LOGAN 


LUTHERVILLE 


7.0  1.0 


20.0  2.0 


623        21.5       96.2  27^0  2.0 

'  •  ■ 

•^■6            567        21.7    A,96.5  25.1  l.O 

-     523         26.1       97  .t)  18.0  2.0 
K-6             230         28.7  94.9 
K-6            456         20.7  97.4 

•^^6           •  569         20.0       96.4  26. 5^  *  2.0 

K-6             776         il.5       96.7  34.0  '2.0 

K-6             575         22.2       95.1  .23.9  -  -  2.0 

K-5             355         23.3       95.7  13.2  2.0 

K-6             568         23.4       96.3  2'3.3  1.0 

K-6             766  ,      20.4       96.2  35.6  2.0 

*l-6             665         20.9       95.4  29.9  2.0 

K-6             544  ^  20.1       96.9  25.0  Zlo 

629  22.4       96.7  26.1  2.0 

K-5             466  21.2       95.6  20.0  2.0 

"^99  21.9       96.0  '34.6  1.8 

607  20.2       95.3  28.1  2.0 


K-6  643         21.0       96.6  28. 


6  2.0 


5.5       27.5*  17.2 


3.1  11^4 


11487.0 


11.1       11.0      23.4  7.*^  10.1  10963^0 


10.7^  16.8  35.0 
9.4  18.0  31.3 
9.3       30.0  '^45.5; 


3.4  11.8  12850.0 


4.0-        11.4      '  11879^0 


0.2  12.7  18805.0 


9.7       29.0       31.6  2.7  12.2 


9.1       20.7  16.7 


12546.0 


5.2          11.4  1033^.0 

12.6       27.3       38.6  2.0           12.4  12714.0 

9.3       16.0       39.5  10.5           12.2  13980.0 

11.1       23.7       34.0.  4.1  .12.4  13263.0 

0.3       32.3       20.7  4.6           12.3  11811.0 

7.8       29.0       33.6  3.8  11.2  10629.0 

11.0      20.3       33.3  2.6  12. 1  13060.0 

13.9       18.5       26.?  2.6  12.2    .  13005.0 

> 

I 

10.9       12.8       40.9  5.6  10.0  10103.0 

8.6       27.0       26.4  2.9  12.1  11408.0 

8.0      21.3       31.6  5.5  10.8  10707.0 

11.0      32. S       41.2  2.0  12.7  15227.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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BALTIMORE  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEW*  .  ' 

L 


TAPiE  4  RELATION  0>  ACH I EVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4.     REL^TION^OP  AL^^^^^^^  ABILITY"  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


^^OCABULARY  '   READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE' TOTAL 


MATHEMA^TICAL  TOT'>L 


SCHOOL  NAHt 

r 

* 

bRADE 

AVERAGE 
.  SAS 

AVERAGE 

GE. 

MARY- 
LAND 

NORM 

DIFFFP- 

EnCE 

AVERAGE 
GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVEpAGE 

at 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

niFFFR- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 
GE 

marV- 

LANO 
NORM 

DTFFER. 
ENCE 

CHANGE 

b 

103,7 
10*.  5 

3.70 
5.U0 

3.7U 
5.46 

-.ou  . 

-.06^ 

3.70 
5. BO 

3.82 
5.5U 

-.12 
♦  .26 

3. no 

5.90 

U.16 
5.73 

-.36 
♦  .17 

u.oo 

6.00 

3.fl? 
5.76 

♦  .18 

♦  .2*> 

6KAY  MANOK 

5 

> 

99^1* 
102.0 

3.30 
U.60 

'3.U3 
,5.20 

-.60 

3.?0 
U.TO  ; 

-  3.U9 
5.28 

-.29 
-.58 

3.50 
5.30 

3.85 
5.57 

-.3S 
-.27 

3.50 
5.**0 

3.57 
5.59 

-.07 
-.19 

GUUP0M0£H 

St' 

i 

lua.T 

106.2 

U.20 
5.U0 

t*.05 
5,6U 

♦  •15 

uCoo 

5.30 

U.15 
5.70 

-.15 
-.Ufl 

U.50 
5.U0 

U.U7 
5.98 

♦  .03 
-.U8 

u.uo 

b.OO 

5/91 

♦  .31 

♦  .09 

HALETHORPE 

3 

!) 

105.5 
105.3 

3.A0 

b.30 

3.n5 

5.53 

-.05 

-.12^ 

u.oo 

5.20 

3.9U 
5.60 

♦  .06 
-.40 

3.70 
5.70 

U.27 
5.80 

-.57 
-.10 

3.90 
6.00 

3^91 
5.^3 

-.01 
♦.17 

HAMPTON 

lll.U 

no.o 

<*.uo 

6.30 

U.29 
6.17 

4.11 

♦  .13 

U.60 
6.U0 

U.35 
6.11 

♦  .25 

♦  •29 

u.no 

6.50 

4.6U 
6.28 

4,  If* 

♦  .2? 

U.20 
6.70 

u.2n 

6.30 

-.08 
♦  ,40 

HARFOHO  HIcLS 

b 

,a03.3 
109.9 

U.OO^ 
6.10 

3.76 
5.^0 

♦  .2U 

♦  .20 

U.2P 
6.20 

3.63 
5.97 

♦  .37 

♦  .23 

U.^0 
6.^0 

U.16 
6.11 

♦  .1** 

♦  .1^ 

U.IO 
6.60 

3.61 
6.1U 

♦  .29 

♦  .«*6 

HA^THOPNE 

J 

5 

99.2 
106,5 

3.U0 
5.10 

b.55 

-.on 
-.us 

3.UU 
5.50 

3.55 
5.66 

'  -.15 
-.16 

3.qO 
5.70 

3.90 
5.83 

♦  .00 
-.13 

3.60 
6.00 

3.58 
5.87 

♦  .02 
♦.13 

hlboville 

3 

b 

ioa.2 

lOfJ.T 

^.00 
5.60 

u.os 

-.OS 

-.ou 

<».20 
5.90 

U.  lU 
5.90 

♦  .06' 

♦  .Ofl 

H.SO 
6.?0 

U.U6 
6.03 

♦  .flU 

♦  .17 

U.?0 
6.U0 

U.06 
6.06 

♦  .3H 

HLhNWOOO 

*  3 
b 

112.3 
110. U 

U.140 
6.?0 

M.2R 
5.99 

♦  .12 

♦  .21 

t«.60 
6.00 

U.39 

6.03 

♦  .21 
-.03 

U.nO 
6.U0 

U.69 
6.19 

♦  .21 

♦  .21 

.**0 
6.70 

U.2n 
6.21 

♦  .12 

♦  .i»9 

HlLLCKfST 

5 

10B.7 
110.2 

u.3n 

6.00 

tt.oa 

S.96 

♦  .22 

♦  .ou 

U.50 
6.00 

U.17 
6.01 

♦  .33 
-.01 

U.PtO 
6.20 

'  U.U9 
6.15 

♦  .31 

♦  .05 

U.5o 
6.30 

<».09 
6.18 

♦  .12 

HlLLENDALt 


i  106.9 
b  105.6 


3.911 
b.60 


5.96 
S.60 


-.06 
♦  .00 


3.9U 
5.60 


U.06 
5.6« 


.16 

.on 


U.PO 

5. no 


U.38 
5. BO 


-.in 

♦  .00 


u.oo 

5.Q0 


3.99 

s.nu 


♦  .01 

♦  .06 


INVCRHCSS 
jQHNNYCAKt 


b     101. b.in 


i  109. U 
b  109.1 


3.90 
5.U0 


S.22         -.1?  5.20 


(».ll 
S.87 


-.21 
-.'*7 


U.IO 
S.70 


5.30 


U.21 
5.92 


.10         5. SO 


-.11 
-.22 


U.uO 
6.O0 


5.50        ♦.on  5.5o 


4.52 
6.07 


-.1? 
-.07 


U.  10 
6.00 


5.5U 


U.13 
6.10 


-.OU 


-.03 
-.10 


KinGbVlLLE 

l'ansdowne  elem 

LOCH  ffAVEN 

t 

LOGAN 

LUTHE.KVILL'_ 


J  102.7 
5  107.9 


J'  103.1 
5  102.2 


3  110.2 
b  1U9.9 


i     100. B 


J  115.0 
5  109.0 


u.oo 

b.ap 


3.70 
5.10 


U.IO 
5.Q0~ 


3.73 
5.79 


3.6'* 
5.17 


'♦.I'* 
S.86 


4 

3.20,  "^.55 


U.60 
6.30 


5.97 


«.?7 

4.01 


♦  .06 
-.07  . 


.ou 

.01* 


♦  .It* 

4.3^ 


U.20 
5.90 


3.60 
5.20 


U.IO 
6.00 


-.5S  3.U0 


U.70 
6.20 


3.79 
5.B'* 


3.7U 
5.27 


t».26 
5.95 


5.9n 


♦  .Ul 

♦  .06 


4.  SO 

5.  no 


.14  U.OO 

.oV  s-.-^o 


-.16 
♦  .05 


U.60 
6.^0 


3.62        -.22  ^-f^^ 


♦  .12 
♦w.22 


s.no 

6. AO 


U.13 

5 . 99? 


U.09 
5.56 


u.sn 

6.08 


3.97 


U.B7 
6.12 


,  SEE  CHAPTER  SECTION  ..1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERHS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 
^     ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


♦  .37 
-.IQ 


-.09 
-.26 


♦  .02 

♦  .12 


3.90 
6.00 


U.OO 
5.50 


U.UO 
6.U0 


-.37  3.50 


♦.13  U.60 
♦.6n  •  6.70 


3.79 
6.02 


3.76 
5.58 


U.15 
6.11 


3.66 


U.U3 
6.15 


♦  .11 
-.02 


♦  .2U 
-.08 


♦.25 
♦  .29 


.16 


♦  .17 

♦  .55 


1  'f'O 
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TABLE  5^ 


UALTUlOAt  L0Ut4TV 
SClKKH.  SYbTfeM 


•SCHOnt  WmMC 
«KAY  MANOH 

HANFOHO  HIlLS 

HAiTHOnNfc 

HcuHVlue 

HlLLCRCST 
HlLttUOAU- 

>K)HNNVCAK*: 

KlNtSVILLfc 
LANSDOMNE  ELEH 
LOCH  H/^VEN 
LOQAM 

LUIHERVILL^ 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BYSKIL^ 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 

:•  •* 

^  SKILL  APE/iS  '  r!" 


VOCABULARY 

6RADC  AVtRAtf  AVERa&E  MARY- 
LAND 

SAS  6E 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOT>*L 


MATHEMATICAL^ TOTAL 


DirFEp.  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEpAGE     MARY-     Wfr-  AVERAGE    MARY-  nTFFER- 


3  103.7 


3  99,1 
S>  102.-0 


3  108.7 
106.2 


^  3  lOS.S 
5  105,3 


3     111, 4 
110,0 


3,70 
b.<lO 


3.30 
<».60 


«.20 
5.40 


3*ao 

5.30 


6.3c 


3  103,3  «fAt>0 
5     109,9  6,10 


^  99,2 
i>     106, S 


3  10A,2 
!>  108,7 


3  112,3 
5     110, (f 


3  108,7 
^  110,2 


3  106,9 
5  105,6 


^  101.0 


3  109, M 
5  i09,l 


3  102,7 
5  107,9 


3  103,) 
5  102,2 


3  110,2 
&  109,9 


3  10^8 

3  115.0 
5  109;0 


3. on 

5.10 


<».oo 

5. AO 


<(.i»0 
6.20 


0.30 
6.00 


3.90 
5.60 


fi.lO 


3.904» 
b.MO 


0.00 
6. AO  , 


3.70 
5.10 


0.10 
5.90 


3.20 


0.60 
b.30 


NORM 


5.7fl 
5. 55 


J.Ofl 
5.30 


0.10 

«..7n 


1.90 
b.65 


0.27 
6.03 


3.75 
6.02 


3*09 
5.73 


0.07 
5.91 


0.33 
A. 06 


0.10 
6.00 


3.99 
b.6!r 


-.OA 
-.15 


3,70 
5,80 


-.1/*  ,  3,20 
-.70  •  0.70 


«.in 

-.30- 


10 
*.3? 


tTJ3 

1.27 


«.29 


-.63 


-.07 


♦  .07 


0  .00 
5.30 


0.00 
'5.20 


0.60 
6.00 


6.20 


3.00 
5.50 


0,20 
5,90 


0,60 
6.00 


».pn  0,50 

-.00^  6.0Q, 


-.on 
-.05 


3.90 
5.60 


'3.29        .,19        5, JO 


0.15 
•^.95 


3.72 

5.  as 


5.70 
5.36 


0.20 
6.02 


-.2'5 
-.5S 


♦  .2A 

-.0*5 


0,10 
5,70^ 


0,20 
5,90 


-.00  3,60 
-.26  5,20 


-.10 
-.12 


3.59  -,30 


0.51 
5.90 


♦  .09 

♦  .36 


0.10 
6.00 


3.00 


0,70 
6,20 


LAND 
NORM 


3.85 

5<60 


3.50 
5.00 


0.  lA 
5.70 


3.97 
5.67 


0.36 
6.00 


3.82 
6.00 


3.55 
5.76 


0.15 
5.90 


-.15 
♦  .20 


l.ffO 
5*90 


-.30  '^.'^O 
-•70  #  5.30 


-.lA 
-.00 


0.«50 
5.00 


♦  .03  *0,yo 

-..Ot  5.70 


♦  •20 

♦  .36 


♦  .3A 

♦  .16 


-.15 
-.26 


+  .05 
-•OO 


0.O2  '♦.18 
6.08       .  ^.08 


0  .AO 

.  6. SO 

0.3f) 
6.30 

i.90 

s.t'o 


o.no 

6.70 


0,90 
6.00 


O.IA 

&.06 


0.06 
5.69 


5.35 


0.23 
S,97 


3.7A 
5.88 


3.61 
5.02 


0.211 
6.00 


3.65 


0.60 
5.96 


♦.32  O.AO 
-.06  *.P0 


-^.16 
-.00 


o,?o 

5.  AO 


-.15         5. SO 


-.13 
-.27 


♦  .02 

♦  .02 


-.21 
-.22 


-.18 
-.00 


0.00 
6.00 


O.SO 
S.i^O 


o.no 

5.30 


0.^0 
6.?0 


.25  3.60 


♦.10 
♦  .20 


5.00 
6.  AO 


LAND 
NORM 


O.IA 
5.76 


3.89 
5.37 


0.09 
5.89 


0.29 
5.82 


0^66 
6.18 


^0.16 
6.17 


3.90 
5.91 


0.06 
6.08 


0.71 
6.21 


0,09 
6.19 


0,3B 
5,80 


ENCE 


6E 


-,38 
♦.10 


-.3«> 
-.27 


♦  .01  * 
-.00 


-.50 
-.12 


♦  .10 

♦  .3? 


♦  .10 

♦  .13 


.00 
.21 


♦  .00 

♦  ,12 


♦  .19 

♦  .10 


♦  .31 

♦  .01 


-.^A 
-.00 


5,53  -,03 


0.53 

6, a 


0,1? 
6.02 


0.10 
b.59 


0.58 
6.17 


0.00. 


•0.8f, 
6.10 


-.13 
-.11 


♦  .3A 
-.g2 


-.10 
-.20 


02 
♦'.03 


♦    ^"oS^ltilfSa^Jp^^^JiSKcEj'ic^l;?;."'''''"'"''*  "  j"?  ".LAN^nON  Of  ASTERISK  ,., 


0 

6.00 


3.50 

&.on 


o.on 
b.no 


3.00 
6.00 


0.20 

6.70 


0.10 
6.60 


3.6n 
6,00 


0.2n 
6.00 


0  .00 
6.70 


0.5P 
6,30 


O.no 

5,90 


5,50 


0,10 
6,00 


3, On 
(j.Oo 


0,00 
5.5o 


O.on 

6.00 


-.00  3,«5o 


♦.12  H^fto 
♦.70  •  ft,7r 


LAND 
NORM 


3.%3 
5.80 


EMCe 


♦.17 
♦  .20 


3.5IW  '  -.08 
5.61  -.21 


0.11 
5.92 


5. AS 


0.26 
6.20 


3.81 
•  6.20 


3.59 
5.90 


0.08 
6.11 


0.31 
6.23 


O.U 
6.22 


0.01 
5.8A 


0.15 
6,10 


3.7a 
6.0s 


3. AO 
5.62 


0,19 
6,20 


3.68 


o.os 

6.13 


♦*a9 

♦  .OA 


-•03 
♦  .15 


-•06 

♦  ;50 


♦  .a» 

♦  .00 


♦  .01 

♦  .06 


♦  .12 

♦  .29 


♦  .09 

♦  .07 


♦  .39 

♦  .08 


-.01 
♦  .02 


5.56  -.06 


-.05 
-,10 


♦  .12 
-.05 


♦  .21 

♦  .20 


-.18 


♦  .15 

♦  .57  # 
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.     TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
rKUr I LE+ 


/ 

-  -  -  —  . 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(•1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENRDtL- 

HENT 

U) 

PUp'lL/ 
STAFF' 
RATIO 
•(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

V             MAIDEN  CHOICE  '* 

K-6 

651 

20.7 

53.2 

MARS  eSTATES 

62^ 

.12iD.l 

95.6 

.^>4ARTIN  BOULEVABD 

K-6 

\33 

22^2' 

95.7 

■                                             ,      ■  ■■< 

MCCORMICK 

671 

21.2 

97.2  ' 

'  MERftJTT. POINT 

1-6 

482 

17.2 

96.3 

'  .  MIDDLEBOROUGH 

K-6 

^572 

20.8 

95.8- 

MIDDLESEX 

K-6 

762 

20.9 

95.8 

MILBROOK 

K-5 

481 

21.4 

92.3 

NORWOOD 

K-6 

639 

20^0 

95.9 

OAK LEIGH 

K-6 

731 

19.8 

96.0 

OREMS      .  ' 

K-6 

441 

io.o 

95.7 

OWlNGS  MILLS 

K  — 6 

807  • 

23.1 

95 . 1 

;  PADONI^ 

K-6 

510 

18.4 

96.2 

PARKVILLE 

K-6 

77a 

21.8 

96.5 

PATAPSCO  NECK 

K-6 

342 

L9.0 

95.5 

TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER 

(51- 


ADMIN 
(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHER 
(7)  ■ 


ADMIN 
(8) 


PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MED,IAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(S) 

U.2) 


3.7  10.7  10599.0 


10.2       2  3.3      32.3  3.7  U.l 


9.7       20.5       20.5  7.1  10.8  10108.0 


7.5       18. 5;    26.9  3.4 


11.8  -11330.0 


15^.7  -       10.8  10707.0 


34.5  2.0 


9.0       22.7       25.5  7.8  10.6 


.8       29.3  26.0 


7.4       29.5  .44.4 


3.3  10  ..5 


2.1  12.2 


.5       19.0       15.6  1.7  10.0 


9163.0 


9592.0 
l|^74.0 
11582.0 


12^9       38.5       24,1  6.7  ll.^  11034.0 


9.8       2X.3  29.5 


.5       18.5  34.3 


11.2  10231.0 

■  X 

11.6  '11499.0 


32.5  2.1  12.7  14906^0 


11.8       26.5       25.3  4.9  11.8  11630.0 


11.3       26.5       27.8  3.2  10.2  11515.0  ' 


PEI^RY  HALL 


K~6  691         18.7       96.7  35.0         2.0  12.3       33.0  24.3 


3/5  11.8  1294d.0 


PINE  GROVE 


•^-6  593         20.8       96.7  26.5  2.0 


SEE  APPEfiDIJ  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF"  TERMS. 


18.5  28.1 


3.3   '       12.2  13865.0 
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(MAIDEN  CHOICE 
TABLE  4. 


BALTIMORE  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCMOOU  NAME 


~  PINE  GROVE)  .  '  '  .  *        *     .  * 

RELAT I  ON.  OF  ACHI  EVEMENT  TO  HARYL-ANI  tJORM/ • S^""'" 
AREAS,  WITH .NOMVERBAL  ABILITY  STATI 5 1 1 lallt 

.  conJ^olled*  ■  ;  . 


 •  — 


SAS 


GE 


LANt; 
NQRM 


6E 


LANO 
NORM 


GE 


LAND. 
NORM 


GE 


MAIDEN  CHOICE 

J  iOT.S 

3.A0 

5»30 

3.92 
5.29 

-.1?  • 
♦  .01 

H.OO 
5,50 

5.38 

-,0H 
♦  .12 

H.20 
5.70 

4.37 
5.62 

-.17 
♦  .08 

3.90 
5.90 

4.00 
5.65 

-.10 
♦  .25 

MAH5  EsTATiiS 

3  iOO»7 

s  ioi 

3.10 

i^.SO 

3.55 
5.17 

-,«*5 
-.67  • 

3,30 
«*,70 

3.63 
5.28 

-.33 
-#58 

3.50 
5,»00 

3.98 
5.*« 

-.4« 
-.48 

3.60 
5.10 

3.65 
5.51 

-.05 

-.Hi 

MARTIN  BOULEVAKU 

3  98,7 

3.<»0 
5.20 

3.«»3 
5.39 

-.03 
-.19 

3,50 
5,20 

3.H9 
5.50 

♦'.01 
-.30 

3,70 
5.50 

3.85 
5.72 

-.15 
-.2? 

3.80 
5.50 

3.55 
5.75 

♦  .26 
-.25 

MCCORMICK 

?    J  105,6 
.  b  107,8 

3.70 
b.20 

3.fl7 
5.70 

-.17 
-.50 

3,70 
5,50 

3.96* 
5.79 

-.26 
-.29 

«.30 

5.O0 

4.29 
5.94 

♦  .01 

-.04 

3.80 
5.70 

3.92 
5.97 

-.12 

-.27 

mekritt  point  . 

5  101.2 

(».90 

5^,18 

-.2P 

5.20 

5.26 

-.06 

5.70 

5.50 

♦  .2ft 

5.50 

5.35 

-.03 

MlODLEMOROUGH 

3     100, «» 
5  9fl,8 

3.80 
4.90 

3.51 
'♦.95 

*,29 
-.05 

3.80 
4,90 

3.59 
5.06 

♦  .21 
-.16 

H.OO 
5. no 

3.95 
,  5«30 

♦  .05 
-.30 

3.80 
5.30 

3.63 
5.33 

♦.IT 
-.03 

'MlODLLSCX 

3  99,1 
b  99,1 

'3.50 
^.10 

3. '♦3 
4.98 

♦  .07 

♦  .12 

3,60.  * 
5,10 

3.51 
5.09 

♦  .09 

♦  .01 

3.80 
5.10  , 

3.8T 
5.33 

-.07 
-.23 

3.60 
5.50 

3.56 
5.37 

♦  ,04 

♦  .13 

MiLBROOK 

3  110,6 
5  i02,<« 

4.10 
5.50 

(1,18 

-,0P 
♦  .06 

4,10 
5,50 

4.28 

-.18 
♦  .02 

*.50 
5,Q0 

4.60 
5.63 

-.10 
♦  .27 

4.2c* 
5.80 

4.19 
5.67 

♦  .01 
♦.13 

NORWOuD 

.  3  108,2 
5  10&,6 

3.80 
t>.30 

3.95 
S.51 

-,  15 
-.21 

3,80 
5, MO 

4.06 
5.59, 

-.26 

-.19 

il.lO 
5.^0 

4.39 
5.90 

-.29 
-.10 

3.90 
5.90  • 

4.03 
5.91 

-.13 
-.01 

OAkLcIGH 

3  10U,^ 
5  102, 

3.60 
5.20 

,3.60 
5. 3'* 

-,20 
-,14 

3,80 
5.30 

3.Bff 
5.^2 

-.08 
-.12  . 

u.do 

5.60 

4.22 

5.57 

-.2? 
♦  .03 

4. 00 
5. TO 

!«.85 
'  5.61 

♦  •15 

♦  ,09 

ohcms 

3  103,fl 
b       99  •  9 

3.60 
5.20 

3.73 

sjio 

♦  .in 

3.70 
5.20 

^.83  . 
5.19 

-.13 
♦  .01 

4. no 

5.50 

4.17 
5.39 

-.17 
♦  .11 

3.70 
5.50 

3.81 
5.43 

-.11 
♦  ,07 

0MIN6S  MILLS 

3  101.2 
5  10^,9 

3.90 
5.30 

3.61 
5.50 

♦  .P9 
-.20 

3.80 
5,60 

3.67 
^.58 

♦  .13 

♦  .02 

4.10 
5.50 

4.02 
5.76 

♦  .08 
-.26 

3.7o 
5.70 

3.69 
5.7q 

♦  ,01 
-.09 

PAuONIft 

3  102,1 
S  113,7 

4.30 
6.10 

^.73 
6.2T 

♦  .57 
-.17 

•  tt,30 
6,10 

3.77 
6.29 

♦  .53 
-.19 

6,'*q 

4.10 
6.«»3 

♦  .30, 
-.03 

4.00 
6.30 

3.77 
6.45 

♦  .23 
-.15 

parkville 

3  103.5 
5  ^09.3 

3.80 
5.^0 

'3.7S 

s.fti 

♦  .05 
-.01 

3.90 

5. BO 

n 

3.83 
5.89 

♦  .07 
-.09 

3.90 
S.f^O 

4.17 
6.05 

-.27 
-.25 

3.80 
*  6.10 

3.81 
6.08 

-»01 
♦  .Q2 

PATAPSCO  HtCK 

J     103, «» 
5     102. «» 

3.^0 
5.30 

3.6B 
S.25 

♦  .12 

♦  .05 

3,60 
5.20 

5.35 

17 
-.12 

4. 10 
5.)(0 

4.11 
5.61 

-.01 
♦  .19 

,  4.00 
5.70 

3.79 
-5*63 

♦  .21 

♦  .07 

PtHRY  MALL 

3  106.5 
5  110,2 

4.10 
5.90 

3.93 
5.91 

♦  .17 
-.01 

U,00 
5,90 

U.Ul 

•  -.01 
-.07 

4.20 
6. to 

4  4.  34 
6.15 

-.05 

4.10 
6.40 

3.97 
6.17 

*.13 
♦  .23 

PINE  GROVc 

i,  109.5 
5  107,3 

(».10 
5.80 

4.12 
5.78 

-,02 

♦  .n? 

i«,10 
5,80 

""1 

4.22  1 
5.62 

-.12 
-.02 

4.50 
5..»*0 

4.53 
5.97 

-.03 
-.17 

*4.30 
5.80 

4,14 
6.00 

♦  .16 
-.20 

4    SEE  CHAPTEH        SECTION  FOU  DEFINITIO^IS  OF  TEHHS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  LI 

*    ACCOMMNYING  "DIFFEHENCE"  SCORES. 


ERIC 


4-81 


\ 


J 


(MAIDEN  CHOICE  -  PINE  GROVE> 


TABLE  5. 


SCttOOI.  SY&TEN 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  S^KILL 


SKILL  AKLaS 


VOCAnULARr 

AVERA^  MARr* 
,  LAND 
GE  i^ORJ^ 


MARS  tSTArtS  ' 

MARTIN  OOUtEVAU 

HCCOMMICK ' 

M^nHITT  POiNT 
^  MIjOU^nORuUCH 

MijpLtnlx 

MitHKuOK 

'I  * 
OAKtaUtH 

OntMS 

HA,70fa« 

PA^KVlttb 
PArA»>SCO  i«.CK 


3 


107. ;i 
lp3,i 


100.7 
101. <l 


VA.7 
iO<».» 


liis.* 

107.0 


3<ao 

5.30 


3.10 
*.50 


3.11(1 
b.20 


3.70 
5.20 


5 
4 


101.2  i»,9o 


J00.«» 
93. S 


•»^.l 
99.1 


ilO,6 
102. <i 


lUll.2 
106.6 


I0*»y«» 
102.11 


103.8 


101,2 
10<»,9 


102.1 
H3.7 


3. AO 
<(.90 


3.50 
5.10 


*.10 
5.50 


3«A0 
5.30 


3.60 
$!«20 


3,60 
5.20 


3.90 
5.30 


'».3G 
6.10 


4.62 
'i.59 


J. 64 
6.3<* 


3  103.5 

5  109.3 

3  103. i» 

5  1U2,I| 


3  i06»5 

5  110,2 

1 

3  109.5 

5  107,3 


3.80  3.77 
5. AO     I  ^.97 


3. no 

5.30 


<*.10 
5.90 


<*.10 
5. AO 


'3.76 
•>.37 


^.96 

I*. 15 
5.79 


DrFFFq- 

'E^lCE 


aEADINO  COMpneHCNSION 
AVI^ASE 

CE 


^.02 
5,113 


3,59 
•i.2*' 


3.(»6 
5.5A 


3.90 
5.6<» 


5.27 


3.57 
5.06 


'3.(tA 
«i.09 


4.2? 
5.37 


i»,07 
S.73 


.1.A2 
5.37 


3.79 
5.16 


-.2? 
-.13 


-.*79  • 


-.3A 


-.20^ 
-.6M 


♦  .23 
-.16 


♦  -0? 

♦  .01 


-.12 


-.27 


-.?2 
-.17 


-.lo 
♦  .O'l 


<».oo 

■5,150 


3.30 
*.70 


3.50 
5.20 


3.70 
5.50 


5,20 


3.60 
**» .  90 


3,6U 
5.10 


*».10 
5.50 


3,60 
5,1*0 


3.60 
5.30 


3.70 
5.20 


-*29 


♦  .6?  • 

-,2t» 


.01 


♦  .O'i 
-.07 


-.OR 
♦  .01 


3.60 
5.60 


<*,3U 
6.10 


3.90 
5.60 


3.60 
5.20 

4,00 
5.90 


■■S  .  1 0 
5.60 


MARY-  DIFFBR- 
LANO  ENCe 
NORM 


LANOUAQE  TOTAL 

AVERAftf     MART-  OIFFFP- 
LA^iO  ENCE 
NORM 


4.10 


-19 


5.49  ♦.Oi 


3.65  -.35 
5.35        -.65  • 


3.51  -.01 
&«63  -.43 


'^-'97  -.27 
•  5.87  -.37 


GE 


4.?0 
5.70 


3. SO 
•^.00 


3.70 
5. SO 


4.70 
5.Q0 


4.42 
5.65 


3.99 
5.53 


3.67  -.17 
5.7A  -.2A 


4^*30  ♦.on 

6.01  -,ix 


5.33 


.13        S.70  5,51  ^.,0 


3*63  ^.17 
5.111  -.24 


3.54  ^,06 
5.17  -.07 


4.31  -.21 
5.43  +,07 


4.15 
5.77 


-.35 


3.69  -,09 

3.43  -.,13 


3.65  -,15 
5.23  -,03 


3.66  ♦ . 1 2 
5.63  -.03 


3.74  4,56 
6.34 


4.00 
5.00 


3.^0 
5.10 


4.  no 

'S.no 


4.10 
5. no 


4jiOO 


3.97  ^,03 
'5.33  -,35 


3«69^  -.0« 
5.35  -.25 


4.61 
5.60 


4.<i6 
5.92 


4.22 


5.f'0  ^  5,60 


3.d3 
5.99 


3.63 
5.43 

>».d3 

6.06 


4.23 
5.63 


♦  .07 
-.19 


.23 
.23 


.03 
.16 


^3 
.03 


4.00 
5. SO 


4.10 
9.50 


4.'iO 
6.40 


5. no 


4.4-0 
5. no 


4.90 
6.10 


4.  SO 

5.  no 


4.19 

5.41^ 


-.11 
♦  .30 


.36 
.12 


-.2? 

♦  .no 


-.i«^ 
.  ♦.no 


4.02  ♦.nn 

5.79  -.29 


4.06  ♦♦3? 
6.46  -.06 


4.16 
5.60 


4.35 
6  .19 


4  .•(4 
S.97 


-.06 
♦  .20 


.15 

.0<» 


.04 
.17 


MATHEMAtiCAL  TOT^L 

AVERAGE    MARY-   ►  OTFFCfl- 
LAND  r»ICE 

gf  norm 


-.2? 

♦  .on 


-.49 
-.53 


3.90 
5.90 


3.60 
5.10 


'  3.A0 
5.^0 


3.Ari 
5.70 


5.50 


3.An- 
5.30 


3.60 

5. no 


4.20 
5.  AO 


3. on 
5.00 


4.  AO 
5.7p 


3.70 
5.50 


3f7r 
S.70 


4.  on 

6.30 


*».l7j^«  -.27  3. AO 
6.12        -.3?  h.lO 


4.  Or 
5.70 


4.1" 
6.40 


4.  30 

5.  A0- 


*».04  -.in 
5.69  ♦,'21 


3.67 
5.56 


-.07 


,3.56  ♦.a* 
5.112  -.31^^ 


5.94 
6.(^4 


-.1% 
-.3% 


5.55  -,05 


3.65  ^,15 
5.37  -,07 


3.5A  «,02 
5.39  ♦.H 


4.21 


.01 


5.64  ♦.Ifc 


4.  OA 

5.95 


,  3^A7 
5.64 


-.16 
-.05 


♦  .13 

♦  h06^^ 


.3.A4  -,X% 
5.45  ^,05 


3,70  ♦.OO 
5.A2  -.12 


:^.75  ^,25 
6.4A  -,XA 


3,A2 

"b,  in 


3,62 
5.64 


3,99 
6,22 


4.15 
A.po 


-.02 
-.05 


♦  .lA 

f  .06 


♦.11 
♦  .16 


♦  .15 
-.20 


141 
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(PINEWOOD  -  SENECA) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL^^LEVEL-COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 





PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

- 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

HEJ)I AN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

\ — 

•SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
(1) 

MENT 
(2) 

RAJIO 
(3) 

TEACHER 

{5) 

Ai)H  IN  • 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

1 ADHIN. 

j  (8) 

DEGREE  ' 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

HOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
iS) 
(12) 

PINEWOOD 

*  K-6 

427 

17.9 

96.  3 

21.9 

2.0 

8.3 

28.0 

20.9 

2.9 

.12.6 

18141.0 

PLEASANT  OIATKIC 

K-6 

671 

ia.6 

96.8 

34.1 

2.0 

9.2 

35.5 

3.0 

12.4 

1282  3.0 

POT  SPRING 

K-6 

647 

igk.9 

97^5 

30.5 

2.0 

11»2' 

26.5 

21  ml 

1.6 

12.6 

16599.0 

POWHATAN 

K-6 

467 

22.2 

96.0 

19.0 

2.0 

8.2 

22.5 

33.  3 

5  \2 

12.4 

13530.0 

PRETTYBOY 

K-6 

359 

24.7 

95.8 

13.5 

1.0 

15.9 

17.8 

34.5 

3.0 

10.0 

10341.0 

KANUALL^ (OMN  . 

K-6 

653 

23.3 

94.3 

27.^  ' 

1.0 

9.4 

19.5 

32.1 

5.1 

12.3 

13978.0 

1 

RED  HOUSE  RUN 

». 

K-6 

729 

23.2 

96.7 

29.4 

2.0 

8.5 

19.0 

19«1 

2.5 

11.4 

12178.0 

REISTERSTOMN 

K-6 

741 

23.1 

96.1  - 

30.0 

2.0 

«  9.0 

21.0 

34.4 

5.0 

12.3 

Mier.'o' 

RELAY  ^ 

K-6 

391 

20. i 

/95.5 

1 

17.5 

2.0 

8.7 

16.5 

17.9 

'3 

6.6 

12^V 

12894.0 

RtDERMOOD 


RIVERVJEM 


RODGERS  FORGE 


ROSEDALE. 


RUXTON 


SANDALWOOD 


SANDY  PLAINS 


SCOTTS  J9RANCH 


senECA 


SEE   APPENDIX  A  FOR 


•^-6              595         20.5  96.9           27.0  2.13 

•^"5             776         21.0  95.8           1^.0  2.0 

^31         23.2  96. B  33 .\  2.0 

•^"6              750  20.0  95.0  35.9  2.0 

•^^6  301  2L.2  96.4  16  .0 

,     K-6              662  22»SL,  96.0  27.0  2.0 

•^'6              "^55  21.0  94.0  32.  5  2.0 

607  20.2  92.7      '    29.0  1.0 

•^^6              591  21.9  96.1  25.0  2.0 
DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


9.7       23.5  34. 


.5       17.0  27.0 


12.0  19261.0 


7.9  10. 3  9646. 0> 

12.0       20.5       31.0             0.0  12.7  14052.0 

9.2       16.0       26.1             3.4  10. 1  117b2.0 

2.0            11.9   ^   22.5       36.7             4.7  12.9  20545.0 


5.3       2^  10.3 


3.0  11.7  10129.0 


V2        19.7       13.0  3.7  11.2  10629.0 


9.1     ,25.0       23.3  4.3  12.2  12906.0 


0.0       29.5       22.2  ^.2  11.2  11305.0 
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.{PINEWOOD  -  SENECA) 


TABLE  4, 


B ALT I MOKE  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSrEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VCCARULARY 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE.     MaPY-   ,  OlFPEp- 
LAN^  EnCE 
SAS  GE  NORM 


READING 
AVEf^AGE 
G€ 


C0MPREHENSI0V<  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


MARY-       orfPFR-  AVEOAGE     MARY-  {^J^o" 

GC         NORM , 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


LAND  fNCE 
r»E  NORM 


OTFFEH- 

E^CE 


PlNEwOOO 


3  lOS.O 
b  109,7 


6.30 


U.09 
6.12 


♦  .01 

♦  .IS 


d.OO 
6.30 


%.iy 


.13 


6,07  ^.23 


U.  10 
6.U0 


6.25 


-.3* 
♦  .15 


3.90 
6.60 


10 
6.27 


-.20 
♦  ,33 


PLEASAflT  HwAINS 


3  lOB.O 
5  109,2 


t*.20 
6.40 


4.03 
5. AS 


♦  .17 

♦  .52 


4,50 
6,30 


U,13  ^.37 


M.60 


5.9H         ^.36  6.^0 


(i.45 
6.07 


♦  .15 

♦  .43 


4. HO 
6.50 


4,06 
6.10 


♦  ,3H 
4>.H0 


POT  SPniNO 


3  111,0 
b  111.2 


4.60 
6.20 


4.25 
6.17 


♦  .35 

♦  .nj 


4,70 
6,30 


4.32  ♦.3S 
6.15  ^.15 


4.O0 
6.60 


4>.62 
6.31 


♦  .2ft 

♦  .2<> 


4,50 
6.70 


4,24 
6.33 


♦  .26 

♦  ,37 


POWHATAN 

PHtTTYf^OY 

HAhOALLSTO«N 

RtO  hOmSE  kun 

Rt.isri.psro.,N 

RLLAY 
Klu£R«<^00 

RUuOe»«i  f-OrtGE" 
ROSEOALE 


3  101,6 
5  101.6 


3  100,6 
b  100,6 


A  106,2 
5     106, S 


3  105.7 
b  109,4 


3  104,2 
b  107.1 


3  105.9 
b  105.9 


3  ll3.ft 

b  110,1 


3  lOA.O 
J  105.4 


■A  l09.1 
b  110,7 


103,5 
99.6 


3.70 
5^.20 


3.70 
5.70 


4U0 
b.SO 


4.20 
b.SO 


4  .00 

6rOO 


3. AO 
5.70 


4.50 
6.30 


3.60 
b.  10 


4.40 
b.50 


3. SO 

5/00 


3.6S 
b.4l 


3.51 
5.08 


3.9«* 
5.76 


3.S6 
5. SI 


3.ftl 
5.72 


3.91 
5.6b 


4.44 
6.20 


3.93 
S.30 


'(.12 
6.04 


3.69 
5.07 


♦  .02 
-.21 


♦  .19 

♦  .62 


♦  .16 

♦  .04 


♦  .34 
-.01 


♦  .IQ 


-.11 
♦T05 


♦  .06 

♦  .10 


-.3^ 
-.29 


*.46 


-.19 
-.07 


3,70 
5,30 


3.6u 
5, SO 


4,10 
5.9ft 


4,20 
5.90 


4,00 
6.10 


4,10 
5.70 


4,70 
6,30 


3,70 
"i.lO 


4.40 
6.40 


3.40 
4,90 


3.73 
5.44 


.03 
.14 


3.90 
5.70 


3.5«  ♦.O?  S.'^O 
5.17         ^.63  •  ft'^O 


4,01         ^.09  *».60 


5.79  ♦.U 


3.95  ^.25 
5.es  ^.02 


3.tt9  ♦.11 
5.7ft  ^.32 


3 . 99  +.11 
b.70  +.00 


4.bO  «.20 
6.13  ♦.17 


4.06 

b.5n 


.40 


4.21  ♦.19 
6.0«^  ♦.32 


6.90 


4.40 

6.  no 


4.  ^0 
6.40 


4.60 
6.20 


4.ltO 
6.>iO 


.36  '♦.^0 


S.70 


4.60 

6.60. 


3.77 
5.13 


.37  ■S.TO 

.23  Sao 


4.06 
5.5A 


1.94 
5.46 


4.34 
5.9H 


4.2S 
6. OA 


4.2;; 
f.91 


4.31 
5.S5 


4.79 
6.30 


4.30 
5.76 


4.52 
6.20 


4.11 
5.43 


-.16 
♦  .12 


-.14 
♦  .74 


♦  .26 

♦  .26 


♦  .1? 
-.OA 


♦  .OA 

♦  .49 


'  ^.29 
♦  .3«i 


♦  .ni 

♦  .20 


-»n9 

-.06 


♦  .OA 

♦  .40 


.41 
.33 


3.70 
6.00 


3.60  ^ 
6. SO 


4.00 
5.90 


6.10 


f  4.  In 

3.00 
6.  fO 


4.50 
6.70 


4.?n 
S.90 


4.30 
6.60 


3.6f\ 
b.<»0 


3.74 
5.62 

3.64 
5.4q 


3.^77 
5.07 


3.92 
6. 10 


3.06 
5.95 


3.05 
5p  A9 


4. 40 
6.32 


4.01 
5.7fl 


4.12 
6.23 


3.'i0 
5.*»5 


-.OH 
♦  ,38 


-,0H 
♦  ,Al 


♦  ,03 
-.07 


♦  ,00 


♦  .24 

♦  ,45 


-,,15 
♦  .21 


♦  .10 

♦  .5S 


♦  .19 
♦.12 


«  .10 
♦  .37 


.20 
.05 


RUxTON 


3  113.0 
b  115.2 


4.40 
6.60 


4.41 


-.01 


4.30 
6.60 


4  .46 
6.bO 


-.16  ***f^0 

♦.in  6.nD 


4.74 
6.60 


-.14 
♦  .1? 


4.  30 
6  .  AO 


4.37 
6,69 


-.07 
♦  .U 


SAfjOALi>OOU 


3  99.6 
b  iUl,3 


3. on 
4.90 


^.51 
5.22 


-.SI 


3.20 
5.10 


3.b0 
5.32 


.3A 

.22 


S.'iO 
5.  10 


3.93 
ft. 47 


.43 
.37 


3.3n 
v.on 


3.60 
S.b2 


.30 
*52 


SAnOY  PLAl  iS 
SCoTTS  aRA  »CM 


96.6 


3  106,7 
b  102.5 


3.30 


3.70 
b.60 


3.33 


3.96 
6.43 


-.03 


-.26 
♦  .17 


3.30 


3. SO 

5.50 


3.3S 


4.  04 
5.4A 


3.60 


-.24  4.?0 
♦  .02    .  fi-70 


3.74 


4.37 
5.62 


.1«* 


-.17 
♦  .OA 


3.30 


4.00 

5.9n 


3.«*5 


3.99 
S.66 


.15 


♦  .01 

♦  .20 


StMtCA 


3  102.5  3.70 
b       9fl.'»  -^5.10 


3.67 
S.04 


♦  ,03 

*  .06 


3.90 
3.30 


3.74  ^.16 


4. no 


1  SEE  CHAPTER  A,  SECTION  A. 1,2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


S.U         ^.19  S.IO 
EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (' 


4.09 
b.32 


.09 
.2? 


3.00 
5.20 


3.75 
5.36 


♦  .05 
-.16 


1  'I  {] 
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TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS  ,  VflTH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOt  10 ECONOM I C  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONrROLLED*  ^lAiUb 


SCHOOL  HAMe 

1 

PhtTTYfOY 
<-flAiJOALLSTO<«N 

RtlSrLd&TOA^I 
RIVEHVlCri 

SAtiOAL^OOu 

SAtiOr  nLAlr«s 
SCOTTb  URA  4Ch 


tfOCARULARY 

ORAUC  AVERAGE  AVERAOt  MaRY- 

,  *   •  LAND 

SAs  n£ 


REAOirie  comprehemsion 


lanquaoc  total 


UtFFFm-  average    MARY-      OIFFFR.  AVERAGE    MaRY-  OIFFfR. 


MATMCMATICAL  TOT*L 


3  iOli.O 
6  109,7 


i  xos.o 


3  lil.O 
^  111.2 


3  101.6 
S  101 


3  lOp.6 
b  X00.6 


A  106.2 
b  106,1 


3  105.7 
5     109. U 


3  10*. 2 
5  107,1 


3  100.9 
b  105,9 


3  113.^» 
5  llO.i 


^  lOA.O 

b  ion.* 


J  lU9,t 

5  110.7 

>  103.5 

5  99.6 


^  113.0 
b  115.2 


•S  99,6 
b  101,3 


4.  10 
6,30 


4.20 
b.«0 


^.'fcO 
6.20 


3.70 
5.20 


3.70 
b.70 


^'vlO 
5.00 


4.20 
5.00 


0.00 
6,00 


3, to 

5,70 


0,50 
6,30 


3.60 
5,10 


b.50 


3,50 
5*00 


i*,U0 
6.60 


3,00 
l|,Q0 


J      96.6  3.30 


3  106.7 
b  102.5 


3  102,5 
5      9ft. » 


3,70 
5,60 


3.70 
5.10 


r^RM 


tt.06 
6.00 


H,06 

n,96 


M.25 
6.13 


3.65 
5.30 


3,58 
5.?2 


3.9* 

9.75 


^.01 
5.97 


3.flf 

S,70 


3.92 
5,67 


(|,t«3 
6.03 


<*»n6 

5,63 


1,13 
6,09 


♦  ,04 

♦  ,30 


♦  .lU 

♦  ,«U 


♦  .35 

♦  .07 


♦  .05  , 
-,  10 


♦  .I? 

♦  .40. 


♦  .16 

♦  ,on 


♦  .2Q 
-.17 


♦  .IQ 

♦  ,22 


IP 
♦  ,03 


♦  ,07 

♦  .27 


.,46 
-.51 


♦  .27 

♦  .41 


4.00 
6,30 


4, SO 
6.30 


4.70 
6.30 


3.70 
5,30 


3,60 
*l.fl0 


4.10 
5,90 


4,20 

5.90 


4. 00 
6.10 


4.10 
5.70 


4,70 
6,30 


3,70 

n.io 


4,40 
6,40 


3,77 
5,13 


4,36 
6.47 


5,52 
5,2fl 


-,27 


»,02 
♦  .13 


-,5P 


3,40 
4,90 


0,30 
6,60 


3,20 
•i.lO 


3,32        -.02  3,30 


3.97 
5.35 


3.70 
5.03 


-.27 
♦  .22 


♦•,  On 

♦  ,07 


3,80 
5,50 


3.90 
5,30 


LAND 
NORM 

4.13 
6.02 


4.13 
5.90 


4.33 
6,14 


3.71 
^.37 


3.6.4 
5 . 29 


4.01 
5.79 


3.9fl 
n.OO 


3,  aft 

5. Ml 


3.99 
5.71 


4.S2' 
6.u5 


4,13 
5.67 


4.21 
6.  10 


ENCE 


-.13 
'♦.25 


♦  .37 
♦.32 


4,10 
6.40 


4,60 
6,50 


♦.37  4,o0 
♦.16      .  6.60 


-.01 
-.07 


-.04 

♦  .ai 


♦  •09 

♦  .11 


♦  .22^ 
-.10 


«.12 
♦  ,20 


«.ll 
-.Ot 


«.lft 
♦  .25 


.43 

.57 


♦  .10 

♦  .30 


3.83 
5.21 


4.46 
6.(16 


3.57 
*.34 


-.43 
-.31 


-.16 
♦  .14 


-.37 
-.24 


^,00 
5.70 


•^.ao 

6.20 


4.60 
6.90 


4. HO 

6«flO 


4.30 
6.40 


4,60 
6.70 


«  .MO 

6.50 


4,  ^0 
5.70 


4, AO 
6.60 

^.70 
5.10 


d.AO 
6.ftO 


5.  to 


3.37        -,07  3,60 


4,05 
5,44 


-.25 
♦  .06 


S.77  ♦.IS 
5.11  *  ♦.iq 


4,90 
5.70 


4, no 
5.10 


LANO 
NORM 

4, 115 
6.16 


4.45 

6.12 


4.63 
6.27 


4,05 
5.54 


3.99 
5.47 


4.34 
5.04 


4.30 
6.13 


4,21 
5.96 


4,32 
5.fl7 


4,81 
6.19 


4.45 
5.83 


4.52 
6.23 


EHCF 
♦  .24 


♦  .15 

♦  .3^ 


♦  .27 

♦  .33 


-.If 
♦  .16 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 
Ot  r^ORM 


3,00 
6. '60 


4,40 

6.50 


4,50 
6.70 


3,70 
6,00 


♦  .09 
♦■.44 


♦  .21* 

♦  .33 


-.01 
♦  .31 


t,X7 
5.39 


4,76 
6.57 


3.03 
5.52 


3.74 


4,37 
5.61 


4,11 
5.30 


.15 
.1^ 


♦  .d6 

♦  .37 

-.4.7 
-,2Q 


-#16 
♦  .23 


-,4« 
-.4? 


.14 


-.17 
♦  .OO 


-.11 
-.20 


4,10 
6.40 


3.10 
6. 10 


4  •5n 
6.7n 


4,2l 


4,30 
6.60 

3.60 
5.40 


4,3o 
6.80 


3.30 
5,00 


3.30 


4,00 
5.00 


3.80 
5,20 


4,07 
6, 18 


4,07 
6. 14 


4.23 
6.20 


3.  72 
9.58 


3.67 
5.51 


3,07 
5.07 


3.94 
6.16 


^.86 
5.0q 


3,06 
5,90 


4  ,39 
6.21 


4,07 
5.56 


4.13 
6.26 


DTrFfR- 

EWC'E 


-.17 
♦  .42 


♦  .33 

♦  .34 


♦  .27 

♦  .41 


-.02 
♦  .42 


-.07 
♦  .79  • 


#.03  / 
-.07 


♦M6 
-.06 


♦  .24 

♦  .41 


-.16 
♦  .20 


♦  .11 
♦.49 


♦*13 
♦  •04 


♦.17 
♦  .34 


3^8? 
5^4^ 


4^  34 
6^5q 


3^61 
^•56 


3^45 


4,00 
•^•65 


^•77 
5^34 


-•22 
-.03 


-.04 
♦  .21 


•  31 

•  56 


•  15 


♦  •00 

♦  •29 


♦•93 
-.14 
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TABLE  3. 


^^.^°°|-gLEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESODRCES 


SCHOOL  NAME- 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(  L  I 

TOTAt 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

M£NT 

PUPIL/ 
•ST>FF 
RATIO 
( 3 ) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

( 4  ) 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  -YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
( 11) 

MEDMN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 

(12i 

TEACHER 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADHIN. 

(8) 

SEVEf^H  DISTRICT. 

K-6  J 

21, « 

95.3 

0 

19.0 

« — ' 

3.0    *  14.3 

'   

21.0 

4#;5 

8.4 

10  .  5 

10229 .0 

SPARKS 

K-6 

456 

19.5 

95.7 

21.4 

2.0 

11.3 

21.1 

42.7 

8.5 

12 

12  558.0 

STONE LEIGH 

K-6 

659 

* 

20.7 

97.1 

29.9 

2.0 

10.1 

19.0 

28.  3 

2.2 

12  •  5 

14869 « 0 

SUMHIT  PARK 
•  * 

K-6 

200 

22. 

89.3 

10.5 

2.0 

12.3 

17.0  • 

60.0 

4.1 

12.6 

Sussex  — 

K-6 

54.5 

17.9 

96.0 

28.5 

2.0 

8.3 

19.3 

36.1 

5.9 

10017 .0 

TfMBER  GROVE 
H 

K-6 

708 

24.4 

96.  5 

27.0 

2.0 

8.3 

23.9 

27.6 

1.3 

12 .  4 

1182  7.0 

T I  HON  I UH 

K-6 

b%6 

21.6 

97.0 

26.0 

2.0 

11.9 

30.5 

51.8 

1.5 

12.6 

16867.0 

TOW SON 

K-6 

464 

16.7 

96  .0 

25.9 

2.0 

12.2 

2i;o 

32:3  ' 

8.5 

12.6 

13259.\) 

VICTORY  VILLA 

K-6 

67L 

21.0 

94.9 

30.0 

2.0 

9.6 

20.3 

12.5 

3.6 

10.4 

995 £.0 

VILLA  CRESTA 

K-6 

836 

19.4 

96.9 

41.0 

2.0 

11.0 

35.0  , 

27.9 

5.5 

I 

12.1 

11555.0 

MAR REN 

K-6 

714 

21.0  , 

96.  3 

32.0 

2.0 

9.7 

28«3 

41.2 

5.1 

12.5 

18596.0 

WELLHOOD 


565         20.9       90.5  25.0         2.0  ,0.0       13.5       25.9       .      2.9  12.7  20868.0 


MESJj^HES'TER 


MS S TOWNS 


WINAND 


WiNFlELD 


MOODBRIDGE 


WOODLAMN 


22.3  95.6  30.0  2.0  0.9  20.0  43.7  3.2  12.2  13807.0 

r 

■'^O  21.4  96.  3  32.0  2.0         ^    9.  7  30.1  30.2  7.8  12.1  11613.0 

^"^            03.5  21.  7  92.1  35.5  2.0  '  8.2  29.3  40.0  1.7  12.6  15886.0 

507  22.0  94.2  21.0  2.0  6.1  16.5  30.4  1.1  12.1  13176.0 

^''^  *  ^'^•^  97.0  15.0  2.0  6.0  14.5  35.3  0.3  12.3  15180.0 

•^~^>             274  27.4  96.3  9.0  1.0  6.  3  2.2.0  30.0 


5.6  12.2  11092. 0 


see  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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TABLE  4. 


BALTIMORE  COUNTY 
SCMOU  SWSTEM 


RELATION  OF 
AREAS,  WITH 
CONTROLLED* 


ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 


VOCABULARY 


SKILL  AREAS 
READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NaHC 

GRAUE 

AVERAGE 
5AS 

AVERA&U 

GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

Lf  CE 

AVERAGE 

GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIPPER- 
CNCE 

SLvENTH  DISTRICT 

3 
5 

102,'* 

3,60 
b,50 

3,6? 
5,37 

-,o? 

,  ^,13 

3,50 

5f4q 

3,71 
5,(»6 

r 

-.21 
-,06 

SPARKS, 

J 
5 

9B.2 

idi.6 

10 
5,60 

3.'»B 
5.37 

»,62  • 

(».10 
9.60 

3.51 
5,<«2 

♦  ,b9  • 

♦  •IB 

STcNELFiOH 

3 

\ 

lis.  I 

112.6 

(».50 
b.50 

*4.J5 

6,'1«^ 

'  ♦,15-- 
♦  ,32  • 

'♦,60  . 
6,60 

6,21 

♦  ,15 

♦  .39 

SUMMIT  PAR-^ 

b 

107,6 
110,2 

^,60'  ' 
6,  (»0 

«*.09. 
6.  2** 

♦  ,5l 
♦ ,  1 6 

(»,60 

fk  on 

(».  11 
6 .  IH 

♦  .(»9 
♦ ,  06 

SUSSEX  . 

5 

1 02  9 
10U2 

3.50 

(»,no 

).65 

-,15 

-^33 

3.60 
5,10 

3.71 
5,23 

-,m 

-,13 

TlMBLHnROVL 

3 

5 

101,7 
107, B 

3, BO 
b.50 

3,67 
5,75 

♦  ,13 
-,25 

t.  00 
5,00 

3.73 
5.A9 

♦  ,27 
-.03 

TiMQtJiuM  • 

3 
b 

10^.  B 
109,3 

<«.30 
6,50 

u,ie 

6. OB 

t»,50 
6,t»0 

t»,25 
6,02 

♦,25 
♦  ,3« 

TO.SON 

b 

111,3 
111.6 

**  ,20 
6,t*0 

i|.2(» 
6,07 

♦  ,33*  ' 

d.tO 
6,30 

4.  3'» 
6,12 

♦  .06 

♦  ,  IB 

VlCTOKY  Vl.LA 

3 
b 

101,1 
101, b 

3.30 
1,00 

3,55 
5,15 

-,3'i 

3,«*0 
5.00 

3,63 
5,25 

-,23 
-,25 

VluLA  rHtSTA 

3 
5 

10'»,3 
10t*,t* 

3,ao 

b,20 

5,flO 
$,*>0 

♦  ,00 
-,30 

3.70 
5,t»0 

3.89 
5,b« 

-,19 
IB 

AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 
GE  NORM 


3, no 
5*50 


t»,  ^0 
5.60 


(».no 

7.  00 


t»,70 
6.f>0 


5.<nQ 

5.^0 


6.60 


4 ,  ^0 
6,60 


1,^0 
5,00 


3,90 
^,'iO 


3.B6 
5,55 


t»,75 
6,36 


t».41 
6.3H 


t»*09 
5,t»B 


U.07 
5,95 


4,55 
6.19 


t»,65 
6.24 


3.9^ 

5,50 


u,22 
0,72 


OlPPFR. 
ENCE 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 
GE  NORM 


4,06  -,26 
5,72 


♦  ,(»<* 

♦  ,0«^ 


♦  ,05 

♦  ,6'» 

♦  ,?o 

♦  .2^ 


,29 

.4^ 


«.23 
-.05 


♦  ,3«^ 

♦  ,41 


♦  ,15 

♦  .36 


.IB 

,50 


-,3? 
-,2? 


3, TP 
&,30 


4,00 
5,60 


4,40 
6,40 


3,70 
S,?0 


i»,QO 
5, AO 


4,60 
6,70 


4,  30 
6,70 


3,70 
5,00 


3,«0 
5,^0 


3,73 
5,74 


3,56 
5.59 


4.33 
6.37 


4.10 
6.36 


3,76 
5,51 


3,73 
9,9fl 


4. in 

6,ai 


4  ,23 
6,27 


3,66 
5,53 


5,7n 


E^'CE 


-,03 
-,4H 


♦ 

♦  ,01 


-,03 

♦  ,63 

♦  .30 

♦  .OH 


-.06 
-.31 


♦  ,27 
-.IB 


♦  ,07 

♦  .43 


♦  ,0H 
-.53 


-,05 
♦  ,0*V 


MtLL«000 


WLbTCKESTLM 


114,3 
lll,« 


1U,3 
iin,3 


lOl  ,5 
lOB,  1 


4,50 
6,50 


4,b0 
b,7c 


3,fi0 
^,60 


4,4S 
6,27 


4,30 
6,26 


^,67 
5,B3 


,0S 


♦  ,?" 

♦  ,44 


,23 


4, Bo 
6,40 

4,50 
6^0 


3, BO 
5,70 


4,b2 
6,21 


3,71 
5,87 


♦  ,2fl 
♦,19 


4,34  *,16 
6,16  (^♦•3'* 


♦  ,09 
-,17 


5,nl3 
6*70 


.  «S  ^  0 

7, no 


4  ,  no 
5,oO 


4,61 
6.40 

4,63 
6,36. 


4,0«» 
6,00 


♦  ,  1« 

♦  ,30 


♦  ,37 

♦  ,6*» 


,70 
,90 


4,«C 
>  7,00 


>,  70 
6,  )0 


4,4? 
6,42 


4,29 
6,37 


3,73 
6,05 


♦  ,2fl 

♦  ,  40 


♦.51 
♦  .63 


-,03  ' 
♦  ,05 


101  ,6 
106,5 


3,70 
5,60 


3,65 


,05 
,Oti 


3,90 
5,b0 


3,72 
5,72 


♦  ,1« 
-,12 


4,10 
5,«0 


4  ,  06 
b,A6 


♦  ,  Ou 
-,06 


6,00 


3,72 

5,B9 


♦  .OB 
♦,11 


wll.A^JU 


110,8 
10O,9 


4,40 
6,10 


4.23 
5.9fi 


,17 
,  1? 


4  ,4U 
6,0U 


4,31 
5,9ft 


♦  ,0^ 

♦  ;o2 


4  ,  ISO 
6,^0 


4,61 

6,n 


♦  ,  i'> 

♦  ,37 


4,40 
6,60 


4,22 
6,  16 


♦  ,  16 

♦  ,44 


wlnriLi  0 


1U3,1 
106,9 


3,9<0 
5,60 


3,75 
5,72 


♦  ,  1*^ 
-,12 


3,90 
5,90 


3,ai 

5,77 


♦  ,09 

♦  ,1-3 


4,  ^0 
6,10 


4,15 
5,93 


♦  ,15 

♦  ,17 


3,fil 
5,96 


♦  ,29 

♦  ,3% 


wOOObHtOGt 


107,2 
109,3 


4,20 
6,00 


4,0  1 
5,97 


♦  , 

♦  ,03 


4,20 
6,20 


4,07 
5,9« 


♦  ,13 

♦  ,22 


4,  ^0 
6,40 


4,39 
6,lt» 


-,09 
♦  ,26 


.20 
,20 


4,03 
6,17 


♦,17 
♦  ,03 


KO00LA»«N 


99.3 
103,1 


3,60 
5.50 


^.53 
5,43 


♦  ,07 

♦  ,07 


3.60 
5,40 


3,56 
5,b0 


♦  ,02 
-,10 


^,70 
^,40 


3,92 
5,6** 


f     SEE!  CHAPTER  ^.   SECTION  4,1,2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES, 


USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  t«) 


-,22 
-,24 


3,«0 
5,70 


3,60 
5.68 


,20 
.02 


KLC 
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•  ,  •  *  . 

TABtE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL  * 

AREASt;  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS'' 
0  '  r"  '.  STATISTICALLY^  CONTROLLED*-  ' 

SCHOOL  sysr/M  a  *       *  "  -  r 

«        *        «  AREAS 

,  VOCAmX.ARY  neAOIM*  COMWrEHCNSlON      ^       LAWUAW:  TOTAL  W^THCMTIC^L  TOTAfcS 

SCHOOL  NAHC        CHAOe  AVEM9C  AVE«A»e   H^RT.     ^^tn^  Ka^^/  HKJ,^.     gL^£E«-  AVEtAtE\  MAliy.     0,rFr«.  AVEIf/tE 


StVENTM  OlSTI^lCT 

SPARKS 

J,  * 

STpNCLrlGH  ' 

* 

SUMHIT  PAHK 

SUSSEX  , 
Tl>f0EHeHOWC 
Tlt^OflittH  " 
TO*SOir 

VlCTUhY  VILLA 
VILLA  CHESTA 

If^LLifOOO 
iftSTCllCSTbH 

ilriAl^ 
MINFULD 

itfOODLAVN 


SAS 


5  10««ft 


&  iOl.4 


3  il3.i 


3  i07,fc 
9  ilO.2 


102*9 
:>  101.2 


2  m.7 

6  107.8 


?  *of.a 

&  109.9 


3  UI.9 
t>  111.4 


4E 


LAND 


LAND 


ENCC 


LAfK)  tNCE 

mm 


3.60 
6.90 

9»70 
9.1^ 

• 

-.10 
».06" 

9*90 

3.76 
5.61 

\-.2l 

9.irQ 

9.90^ 

K.IO 

9^77 

-.9ft 
-•27 

9^70 
5^90 

<».10 
9.60 

3.«3 
5.90 

♦  .67  \ 

♦  .90 

«».10 
5.60 

9.116 

5>97 

♦  .23^ 

ii.no 

9.60 

9. All 
5.511 

♦  #A6 

♦  .06 

ii»ao 

5.40 

<».90 
6.50  ' 

M.9a 
S,25 

♦  .12 

♦  .^9 

*l.60 
6.60 

tl.HT 
6.25 

♦  .13 

♦  .95 

tl.AO 

7.00 

11.76 
6.3A 

♦.'oi> 

♦  .61^ 

#•30 
'  T^OO 

<».60 
6.110 

1^.09 
'6.  OH 

♦  .57  • 
#.96 

II.6U 
6.20 
• 

<*«11 
6.06 

♦  .«»9 

♦  .1« 

11.70 
6.60 

<*.«2 
6.19 

♦  *2A 

♦.«n 

6^«ia 

3.50 

9.73 
5»27 

-.23 
•..«»7 

9.60 
5.10 

3.79 
5.33 

-.19  ' 
-.29 

"^.AO 
5.00 

i.l9 
5.51 

-.93 
-•5t 

9^70 
5^20 

9.00 
9.90 

^  9.69 
9.A<i 

♦  vl5 
-.9*1 

H.OO 
5.00 

3.71 
5.07 

♦  .29 

-.07  . 

4.90 

5.«)0 

«l.06 
>«01 

♦  .21 
-.11 

#•00 
^  5^A0 

<*.90 
6.50 

<».17 

♦  .13 
«.53 

i*.50 
6.<*0 

4.2$ 
5.99 

♦  .25 

♦  .»l 

4.90 
6.60 

11.56 
6.12 

♦  .9*1 

♦  .HAi 

*i|*60' 
6^70 

<».20 
6.110 

h'.27 
6.|6 

-.07 
♦  .2<» 

(I»ll0 
6.30 

i*.35 
6.17 

♦  .OS 

♦  .19 

<l.<«0 
6.60 

11.65 
6.90 

♦  •15 

♦  .90 

i|^90 
6«70 

4 

iOl^l 

3.90 
^•■O 

9^61 
5^90 

3 
b 

10#.9 
lOlt.H 

9*00 
^•20 

9^a2 

5^S# 

3 
5 

11^9 
IIKA 

#•50 
6*50 

#•#6 
6^16 

9 

b 

111.9 
110,9 

#•50 
6.70 

#.27 
6^05 

3 
b 

101.5 
lUA.i 

9^ao 

b^60 

9«6# 
5«56 

3 
6 

101.6 
106.5 

3^70 
5^60 

3.65 

5»79 

5 
ft 

liO»A 

#•#0 
6rlO 

#^t# 
5«93 

3 

b 

109.1 
106.9 

9^90 
5»60 

3^7# 
5^76 

3 

-  5 

10^2 
10».3 

^•20 
6«00 

#•00 
9^97 

3 
b 

99;3 
109.1^ 

3*60 
i^SO 

'3^50 
5«#3 

-31 
-.50 


-.02 
-«3i» 


♦  •0# 

♦  .3? 


3.#0 
5.00 


3.70 
5.#0 


#.«0 

6.#0 


3^67 
5^36 


•  27 

•  36 


3^A0 
5.00 


^•02 

5*53 


•  22 

•  S3 


3^7ft 
5^00 


3^a9 

5^59 

-•19 
-•19 

3^90 
5^50 

#•22 
b^75 

-.3? 
-.25 

3^Afl 
S^90 

#•65 
6^19 

♦  •25 
♦.21 

5^00 
6^70 

#^fl# 
6^31 

♦  •16 

♦  •3« 

#•70 
^•90 

♦  •23 

♦  •65 

\#^50 
6.50 

#•35 
6^07 

♦  •16 
-•?6 

3.10 

5.70 

,  3^70 

5^a9 

♦  •05 
-•13 

3.90 
5.60 

3^71 
9^76 

♦  •16 

♦  •17 

#•#0 
6.00 

#•32 
5^96 

♦«16 
-.16 

3.90 
5.90 

3\ai 

9.79 

♦  •2ft 

♦  •03 

#.tfo 

6.20 

#•08 

9^99 

♦  •10 

♦;o7 

3.60 

s.#o 

3^55 
9##9 

♦  •15 

♦  •#3 


♦•10 
-•19 


♦  •19 


♦  •OA 

♦  •0# 


♦  •09 
♦«11 


♦  •It 

♦  •21. 


5^00 

7^00 


#•00 
5^«0 


#•10 
9^A0 


#«A0 
6^50 


#•30 
6^10 


#•^0 

6;#o 


♦  -«^  .^•70 
-•09  ,  S»#f 


#•65 
6^20 


#^0# 
6«03 


#•05 
5^91 


#•62 
6^09 


#^1# 
9«9# 


#•#0 
6^12 


3^91 
5^65 


♦  •35  l».AO 

♦  •AO  •  7^0fl 


•Ott'  3^70 
•13  6^10 


♦•05  ^.AC 
-.11  6.00 


♦•m  ^  #.<»0 
•♦•#]  6^60 


♦^•16 
♦  •16 


#^lft 
6^30 


-•10  '4».2C 
♦.2A    -  6.20 


-•25 


3«A0 
SiTo 


3^53 
5^SA 


#•35 
6r#0 


♦  •#7  « 

♦•02 


-•05 
♦  •60  * 


#•05 

♦  •35  ^ 

6^22 

3^79 

-•09 

5^55 

-^39 

3^73 

♦•27  ^  . 

^•0# 

-•!#  " 

#n7 

♦•#3 

6^15 

♦  •55 

#•25 

♦  •05 

6^32  V 

♦  •30' 

3^69 

♦«01 

5^S7 

^•57  • 

3-'«7 

\o7 

5^79 

#•#2 

♦  •2(^ 

6^3# 

♦-•M  ♦ 

#•25  , 

♦  •55  • 

6^23  < 

♦  .77  • 

3^7| 
6.06 


3«72 
5.9# 


#•22 
6^12 


3  •AO 
5,97 


#•03 
6.15 


3.59 
5,69 


-•01 
♦  •0# 


♦•oa 

♦  •06 


♦  •li 

♦  •#6 


♦  •30 
♦•33 


♦  •IT 

♦  •OS 


♦  •21 

♦  •01 
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(WOODMOOR  -  LANSDOWNE  SR) 


'''''  pSCHOOL^LEVEL-COMMUNITY  AN.  PUBLIC  SCHOOL 'RESOURCES 


"J 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION- 
<1) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

/ 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9  ) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 

(10  ) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(i) 

(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6 ) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

APMIN. 

(8) 

WOODMOOR 

K-6 

576 

22.7 

95.7 

23.4 

2.0 

7.7 

23.5 

37.0 

12. 3v 

13610.0 

. DEER  PARK 

6-9 

1150  ^ 

17.^ 

93.3 

63.9 

3.0 

8.3 

20.3 

44.5 

5.5 

12.2 

13371.0 

0                                 *  * 
LANSDOWNE  MIDDLE 

V 

6-9 

1056 

16.5 

95.2 

60.0 

4.0 

6.8 

17.3 

26.6 

''T.l 

10.1 

9770i0 

sOdbrook 

1163 

16*4- 

91,1 

6f.^ 

3.0 

9.9" 

Z6.3 

3.0  .  3 

1.4 

12.^3 

13969.0 

ARBUTUS  JR  HIGH 

7-9 

960 

\ 

15  .6 

94.5 

59.6 

2.0 

9.9 

22.3 

39.9 

3.8 

•11.2 

11546:0 

'  CATONSVILLE  JR  HI 

7-9. 

1321 

18.^ 

92.0 

70.5 

2.0 

8.4 

25.0 

35.9 

4.4 

12.1 

12^622.0 

COCKEYSVILLfe  JR  HI 

7-10 

1567 

17,7  ' 

95.9 

85.4 

3.0 

7.9 

18.8 

37.3 

4.3 

12.4 

14937.0 

"deep  creek  JR  SR 

7-10 

1522  ' 

18.9 

91.9 

76.5 

4.Q 

^8.1 

17.6 

28.6 

5.4 

10.7 

9944.0 

DUMBARTON  JR  HIGH 

7-9 

1211 

19.2 

95.8 

60.0 

3.0 

8.4 

19.0 

38.1 

'5.2 

12.5 

13992.0 

DUNDALK  f^IGH 

7-9, 

982 

13X 

93.5 

67.5 

3.0 

r  / 
8.6  ' 

18.0 

25.^5 

■  6.7^  . 

10.8 

10241.0 

FRANKLIN  jR  HIGH 

7-9 

1240 

18.5 

94.6 

64.2 

3.0 

9.7 

23.3 

37.2 

4.8 

12.2 

11794.0 

GEN  J  STRICKER  jR 


GOLDEN  RING  jR  HI 


HEREFORD  JR  SR  HI 

^^^^^ 
HO  LAB  I RD  JR  Hlfi^f 

,  /" 

JOHNNYCAKE  JR  HIGH 


LANSDOWNE  SR  HIGH 


7-9  1561         1^.6  94.0 

7-9  1419     '    17.3       95.3  ' 


91.0  3.0 


79.0  3.0 


7.4       16.4       24.5  7.5  10.3  10601.0 

8.8       18.0       §2.9       *    '  3.2  H.O  11748.0 


7-12  1554  .17.1  94.5 

7-9  1345  18.2  94.1  72.0  2.0 

7-9  1288  16.7  95.8  73.0  4.0 

9-12  2044  18.1  .  91,1  .  110.0  2.8 


^^•0         ^-0  11.7       22.9  51.6 


8.5  11.6  11134.0 

7.3      20.5       25.7  3.0  g.g  11028.0 

10.1  22.5       41.5  2.7  12.2  12363.0 

10.2  16.3       ^2.2  6j6  10.6  10584.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEF IN  I T I OfP  OF  TERMS. 


4-92 


'(WOODMOOR*-  LANSDOWNE  SR) 


BALTIMORE  COUNTy 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM  ^ 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4..    J^^^[^^7jjtH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SCHOOL  NAM^ 

WOoOMpOR^^ 
OLLR  HARK 

LAtiSQOwNC  '.lOOLL 
SUOBROnK 

AK.jUTU^  JK  HIGH 

CATOk^SVlLLi.  JR  HI  ' 

COtlKEYSVlL^-L 

OtLP  cpeek  jr  sh 
ounbahton  jr  high 


VOCABULARY 

SRAUE  AVEHAGE  AVERaGL  MARY- 
LAND 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT«L 


OIFFEP.  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEPAGE     MARY-      OlFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY 


SAS 


3  100. «♦ 
5  103.2 


7  ioe.** 

9  106,3 


GE  NORM 


7  106,0 

9  .106,1 

7  103,2 

9  101,1 


7  IQ**.2 
9  103,2 


7  107,8 
9  108,6 


7  97,0 
9  100,1 


7  10B,9 
9  10B,9 


3.60 
5,i»0 


7,90 
9,50 


98,2  6.U0 


OUnOALW  JK  high  7  100,1 

9       99,  ^ 


7,70 
9,30 


7,30 
8,70 


7<50 
8.7Q 


7.90 
9,50 


6.'«n 

B.t^O 


8.00 
9,70 


6.80 
8.30 


.3.6,1 
S.51 


7.53 
9.11 

6.65 


7.60 
9.13 


7.1«» 
fl.U9 


7.28 
/I.77 


7.tl 
9.12 


6.51 
S.30 


7.79 
9,c^0 


6.83 
<S.25 


tr'CE 


.01 

.11 


♦  .37  . 


GE 


3,60 
5,30 


7,60 
9,10 


-.25  6,70 


♦  .20 

♦  .17 


4.12 
♦  .?1 


♦  .22 
-,07 


♦  .19 

♦  .OA 


-.11 
♦  .10 


♦  .21 

♦  ,30 


-,03 
♦  ,05 


7,50 
9,00 


■  7,30 
A, 80 


7,50 
8,60 


7,80 


6,50 
A, 20 


7,90 
9,30 


6,90 
A, 10 


LAND 
NORM 


3.65 
5.5U 


7.51 
8.95 


6.72 


7.U8 
8.9U 


7.20 
6.36 


7.26 
6.58 


7.67 
9.2'» 


6.b8 
A. 23 


7.75 
9.24 


ENCE 


-.05 
-.2»» 


♦  .09 

♦  .15 


4-, 02 
♦  ,06 


♦  ,in 

♦^^^ 


*.22 
♦  ,02 


♦  .13 
+  .16 


6.89 
8.15 


.08 
.03 


♦  .15 

♦  .U6 


♦  .01 
-.05 


GE 


(».10 
5.70 


A. no 

9.10 


-,02    .  6.70 


7.oQj 
9.  "SO 


7.?0 
8.60 


7.60 
A, 60 


7,qO 
9.10 


6.i»0 

A. no 


8.10 
Q.30 


7.10 
A.^0 


LAND 
NORM 


3.99 
5.69 


7.53 
8.95 


6.85 


7.52 
8.96 


7.26 
8.'»5 


7.33 
8.65 


7.70 
9.22 


6.72 
8.30 


7.7U 
9.19 


6.98 
8.25 


^.1] 
♦  .01 


♦  .<*7 

♦  .l«i 


.15 


♦  .?A 

♦  .3t» 


-.06 
♦  .15 


♦  .27 
-.05 


♦  .2n 
-.IP 


-.3? 
-.30 


♦  .36 

♦  .11 


♦  .12 

♦  .05 


7.60 
8. AO 


B.QO 
9.00 


7.'»0 
8. So 


7. Si 
8.65 


7,5t» 
0,85 


7.93 
0.U7 


6.9:^ 
A. 52 


7,9A 
9,46 


7,22 
8.'»5 


♦  .09 

♦  .15 


♦  .^6 

♦  ,15 


♦  .37 

♦  .03 


.13 
.12 


♦  .32 
-.16 


♦  .lA 

♦  .05 


FRANKLIH  J.<  HIGH 


GEN  J  STRICKER  JR 


GOlOEN  hi No  JK  Hi 


7  102,5  7.20 
y     102,7  9.10 


^7  99,3  6.50 
y     101,3  8.30 


7    lO^,6  7,^o 

0     10'*,0  8fc7C 


HLKEFOHO  JK  SR  Hi         7     ruO.7  7.10 


7.07 
ft, 68 


6.79 


6.A9 
8.36 


♦  .13 


^.29 
-,1'a 


4,21 


7,20 
8,90 


6,60 
A, 20 


7,3'*  ^.06  7,^0 
3,77         -w07  8.70 


7,20 
A, 80 


7.09 
8.19 


7.35 
8.71 


6.93 
8.17 


♦  .11 

♦  .Ul 


6.81  -.2U 
B,m     s  -.21 


♦  .05 
-.01 


♦  .27 

♦  .63 


7.U0 
8.70 


6.00 


7.U0 
M,60 


7.U0 
A, 60 


7.1U 
fl.55 


6.97 
A.'»6 


7.»»0 
8.72 


7.01 
8.29 


♦  .26, 

♦  .15 


.07 
.16 


♦  .00 
-.12 


♦  .39 

♦  .31 


7.60 
9.00 


7.10 
8.60 


0.10 
9.30 


7.70 
9.00 


7,32  ♦.28 
8,75  ♦.25 


7.22  -.12 
8.69  -.09 


7.69  ♦.'♦I 
fl,97  ^.33 


7.20  ^.50 
8.»»7  ^.53 


HOLABIRO  JK  HIGH 


7  101.7 
9  101.6 


JOMNNYCAKt.  JR  HIGH      7  Ig^'* 


6.70 
8.20 


7.50 
9,20 


7,07 
8,^8 


7.m 

»  8.93 


LAHSUOWWL         HIGH        9     100,6         8,20  B.38 


-,37  6,80 
-,?P  8,20 


4  ,0Q 
♦  .27 


.18 


7,'*0 
*9, 10 


7,90 


7.10 
8.19 


7.U1 
8.77 


8.31 


-.30 
-,29 


-.01 
♦  .33 


.11 


6.9^ 
A.  10 


7.-»0 
9.00 


A. no 


7.21 
8.53 


7. '♦3 
8.78 


8.38 


♦  SEE  CHAPTER  4.  SECTION  4.i.2  FOR  DEB.INITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE**  SCORES . ' 


ASTERISK  (♦) 


-.31 
-.t»3 


♦  .27 

♦  .22 


-.38 


7.30 
8.80 


B.IO 
9.'»0 


7.53  -.23 
8.7?  ♦.03 


7.65  ♦.*»5 
9. "02  ^.38 


8,60 


.20 
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(WOODMOOR  ^  LANSDOWNE  SR) 


OAtTlMORe  COUNTY 
SCiiOOl.  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5.-  ^RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

S?l??ST?^I^Lr^O^^?^gtL^?;^"^.         -^^CIOEciNOMlf  ^T^aSuS 


-/ 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCAnULArtY 


bCHOOL  NAMe 

OfctR  PA«K  ^ 

LAN5D0WNC  MIDDLC^ 
SUuBIIOOK 

ANqUTU<;  JH  H|(»h 


REAOXNO  COMPREHENSJON 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL  ,  .MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L  . 


GHAUE  AVCRAGC  AVFRAGt    MARY^     iDirDTR.  AVERA6E    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEpAGE    HARY-      DIFPro  c 

■  LAND       :EmCE  land        ENCF        AVtRAGt    MARY-      DI^PPR-  AVEP/tGE    MARY-  DTFFER 

GE      i  NORM  "  " 


SAS 


?  100^l»  3.60 
b    J103,2  .5,<»0 

9    1U6,3  9,30 


7  ■   9fl,2  6.'*0 


J  106.0  7,70 
9    106,1  9.30 


7  103^2.^^  7.3n 
9-  101.1  8.70 


CATONSVILLE  JK  HI        7    ^o«*.2  7.50 
9     103. a\  8.70 


COCKEYSVlUe  Jh  HI       7  107.8 

9    ion, 6 


OtCP  CR£EK  JK  SR 


7  97,0 
9  100,1 


UUSbAKTQfJ  M  HIGH        7  io«.9 
9  108,9 


7.90 
4.50 


6.<»U 
8.«0 


5.00 
9.70 


3.57 


7.52 
9.08 


6.62 


7.U7 
Q«06 


7.17 
f«.<»9 


7^28 
8»r5 


7.67 
9.35 


6.(»9 
^^37 


7.T9 
'  9.38 


uUnOALK  UH  HiGtl 


fkmNKlin  jh  high 


7  100.1 
9  99,11 


7  102. b 
V  102,7 


.80  ^ 


CEN    J  STRICKER  JR      7  99.3 
»  101.3 


GOLDEN  RIKO  JH  HI 
HeH£,FORO  JH  SH  mi 
HULAttlRU  JH  HJ6H 


7  10<*,6 
9  lUf.O 


7  100  .'7 
9  99,8 


7  1Q1.7 
9  101,6 


JOHMNfCAKt  JR  HIGH       7  10S,6 
9  105,0 

UflSOQWf*  SR  HIGH        9  100,6 


8.30 


7.20 
9.10 


6.i>0 
8.30 


7.<*0 
8.70 


7.10 
8.90 


6.70 
8.20 


7.50 
9.20 


8.20 


7.09 
«.67 


P.  51 


7,32 
S.82 


6.89 

'^.3'♦ 


7.00 
^,55 


7.»»3 
8.9«» 


«.39 

^♦.22 


GE 

3.60 
5.30 


7,60 
9,10 


-.22  '6.70 


6.93 
^♦29  ^4,01 


♦  .23 


♦  .13 

♦  .21 


♦  .23 
-.03 


♦  .?:^ 

♦  .15 

*' 

♦  .03 


«.2l 
4.32 


-.03 


♦  .11 

♦  .'♦3 


-.,214 

-.31 


♦ .  Op. 
-.12 


4.21 

4^56 


-.30 
-.35 


4.07 
4.26 


7,50 
9.00 


7.30 
8.80 


7,50 
6,60 


7,80 
9,i»0 


6. 50 
8,20 


7,90 
9.30 


6.90 
*8.10 


7,20 
^.90 


6.60 
8,20 


7,20 

n,8o 


6.80 
n,20 


7,*»0 
9.10 


,^^  7,90 


LAND 
NORM 

3.63 
S.bO 


7.50 
■  8.9U 


ENCE 


.03 
.20 


''♦.10 
♦  .16 


6.68  ^,02 


7,<»6 
8.92 


7.18 
8.33 


7.28 
8.58 


9.^1 


6.56 

a. 21 


7.75 
9.25 


b.87 
6.13' 


7.11 
&«52 


6.79 
8.35 


7.«»0  *  7,32 
«.70  8, '67 


6.93 
6.18 


7,03 
0.39 


7.*»2 
8.79 


8.27 


♦  .08 


♦.12 
♦  .^7^ 


♦  .22 

♦  .02 


♦.16 
♦  .19 


-.06 
-.01 


♦  .16 

♦  .05 


♦  .03 
-.03 


♦  j09 

♦  i38 


-.19 
-.15 


♦  .08 

♦  .03 


♦  .27 
♦.62 


6E 


U.lO 
■5.70 


8.00 
9.  to 


6.70 


9.30 


7.20 
8.60 


7.60 
B.60 


7. no 
9.10 


6.^Q 
8. no 


8.10 
9.30 


7.  in 
8.10 


7.*t»0 
8.70 


6.Q0 
«.10 


7.(iO 
60 


-.23 
-.19 


-.02 
♦.31 


7.«fO 
8.60 


A. 90 
8.10 


7.70 

9. no 


-.37  8.00 


LAND 
NORM 

3.97 
5.66 


7.52 
a. 93 


ENCE 


GE 


♦•13  3.1^0 
♦•0«»  5,70 


♦  .*»8  .  no 

♦  •17  ^ 


LAND 
NORM 

3.65 
5.70 


E»tCE 


♦  .15 

♦  .00 


'6.80  -,in 


7.«»9  4.,m 

8.91      ^  +.39 


7.2^ 
B.^2 


7.33 
8.63 


7.6^ 

9.16 


6.69 
0.32 


-.0«» 
♦  •18 


♦  .27 
-.03 


9.^n 

6.90 


8>..10 
9.50 


7.60 
8.80 


6.00 
9.00 


7.7^  ♦,26 
9.18  Y.22 


6.98 


.08- 


♦.26  8.30 
-.06  9.?5n 


-.29 
-.3? 


7.H  +,36 
9.19      '  +,11 


6.96 
8.25 


6.^9 


7.36 
8.71 


7.02 
8.29 


7.10 
8.*»7 


7.<»5 
8.80 


8.37 


♦  .m 

♦  .05 


♦  .2? 
♦.1? 


♦  .01 


♦  .04 

-.11 


♦  .38 

♦  .31 


-.2n 

-.37 


♦  .2«i 

♦  .2n 


6.80 
8.40 


6..'^n 

9.30 


7,40 
8. SO 


7.60 
9. On 


7.10 
a. 60 


8.10 
9.30 


7.70 
9.00 


7.30 
8.80 


8.10 
9.40 


.37  8.40 


7.71 
9.16 


7.45 
8.6f 


♦  .59 

♦  .:<«» 


♦  .15 
♦.19 


7.5^  ♦,i»6 

«.^4        4-. 16 


7,87 
9,43 


^^.87 
8.5l 


7i^8 
9.46 


7,16 
8.43 


7,38 
8,79 


7,08 
8,64 


7j58 
6,93 


7,21 
8,47 


7,11 
8,67 


7,67 
^,04 


♦  .43 

♦  ,07 


-.07 
-.11 


♦.32 
-,16 


♦  ,2« 

♦  ,07 


♦  .22 
♦.21 


♦  .02 
-.04 


♦  ,S2 
♦.3T 


♦  .49 

♦  ,53 


-.01 
♦  ,13 


♦  ,<»3 
♦.36 


*    *«™I^S"So*iB"^H"ENCHi*slo«;.""''""'''  °'  "-"^  ^''^  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTEMSK 
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( L0CH.345(Ey.  JR  -  WOODI/WN  JR) 


^^^2F?LE*^^^^■"'^°""^^^^^  '^^^  '^^^^^  RESOURCES 


SCHOOL  NAME 


LOCH  *RAVEN  JR  HI 

.      LOCH  RAVEN  SR 

MIDDLE  RIVER  JR  HI 

NORTH  POmr  JR  HI 

OLD  COURT  JR  SR 

PARKVILLB  JR  HlGH  , 

PERRY  HALL  JR  HIGH 

PIKESVILLE  JR  HI 

RIDGELY  JR  HIGH 

SPARROWS  POINT  SR 
STEMMERS  RUN  JR 

TOHSONTOHN  JR  HI 

WOQDLAWN  JR  HI 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
SATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


TOTAL  NO.  * 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 

(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 

<7. 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT 
•  STAFF 


DEGREE 
3R  ABOVI 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCAr 
TION  Y)F 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 

(12) 

T-9  1209         16.4  96.0 


^^'^         3'0  10.0,     25.1  45.8 


9-12         1681         19.0       95.7  85.4  3.0 


7-9     ^   1468         18.8       93.3  73.9 


4.0 


9.9  19.9  p.7 
8.8       20.5  •  35.9* 


"^'^  12.2  11599.0 

3-2  12.3  13596.0 

6.7  10.7  10507.0 


7-9                         iT.6       92.8  66.0"'  4.0 

7-9           1152         15.4       91.4  72.0  3.0 

7-9           1514  .  18.8       96.0  78.5  2.0 

7-V           1364  18.5  96.5  70.5  3.0 

^9           if53  16.7  87.3  74.0  1.0 

J'- 

13^6  16.7  96.7 


6.1       19.6       24.3  3.4  11.3  110O6.O 


^9.3       16.3      42.7  2.6  12.3  13853.0 


7-9 


9-12  1361  15.9  90.9 

7-9  1629  18.1  94.3 

7-9  1151  17.5  96.4 

T-9  1221  17.1  '  93.0 


78.0  '3.0 

82.8  3.0 
87.8  2.0 


10.5  ^3.2  36.0 

10.0,  15.3  35.4 

8.2  2  7.0  40.0 

10.2  22.3  44.4 

8.9  17.4  ,37.3 

8.3  19.9  27.8 


*2.e         3.0  11.9       21.0  47.1 


69.5^  2.0 


•T       21.5  33.6 


3-8  11.8  11796.0 

2-5  12.0  12774.0  .» 

2.3  12.5  18643.0 

2.3  12.6  16738.0 

9.1  10.0  10488.0  ' 

5.5  10.7  10106.0 

2-  7  12.7  17016.0 

3-  1  12.3  12726.0 


SEF*APPENDix  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(LOCH. RAVEN  JR  -  WOODLAWN  JR) 

TABLE  4.  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMSr  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4.     RELAl^lU^^^^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  . 

CONTROLLED* 


BALTIMORE  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 

SKILL  AREAS 


^  ^  •  ....... rr  its-  =■  sir- 

4bAS  GE  NORM  6L  NORM 

LOCH  RAVEW  UR  MI          7    J06.S  7.70  7...  7.60  7....  7.00  7..6  B.JO  7.J, 

L*H  HAVEN  SR                9     10*.9  8.99     "  *.m  9.10  "    S.79  *.M         9.10  8.8*  9.«0  -  9.05  *.« 

HIOOLE  RIVLR  JR  H,       7      ,9...  6.60  6.78  -.18  6.60  6.83  6  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^ 

NOHTH  mwr  OR  H,     "  7    lo^.O  e.Tb  7.03  -.3^  .  4,90  7.^7  J;!"  J-IJ  J-Jg  J;^,  t)" 

OLO  COURT  .RSK      ,     ]  ■  '     VM  VM  ^-oS'      I'.S?  tiJ?        ^.S  /b!?!  ti^l        V.^O  'S. 

PA.KVIUE  JR  HIOH        7     103.5  7.50  7.19  .31,7.50  7..1  7.60  7..6  .3.         7.80  7...  .32 

p.„R.  HALL  .H^HIGH       7     107.1  7.70  7.59  ..II  7.60  -JJ        J-g  J;"  '•.ig  V.SJ  f.JJ 

PIKESVILLE  .R  HI           7     107..  8..0  7.80  ...0  7.90  7.7|  ..18        8.,0  7.83  ...7       ^..6„  ..05  ..55.^ 

RIOGELV  JK  HIOH            /     109.1  8.30  7.91  ♦.S.  8.10  7.83  *.27  8.,^ 


SPARROWS  POINT  SR 


9       98.7        7.90         ,8.18  -.28  7.80  8.12  -32  7.70  8.2H  -.5H  8.00  8.HH  -.H. 

STtMMERS  HUN  JH            7     ^99.8        6.50           6.80  -.30  6.70  6.86  -.16  6..0^  6.96  -.16  7.10  7.20  -.10 

c«  ■  \n  1  »i  ♦  9Q  A.«iO  7. 86  ♦.6M  fl.Sn  ft. On  ♦.'♦2 

TOwSONTOV..        H,          7     108.8        a..O           7.«8        ..52  8.10  7.81  *.29  , 

.OOLAW.        HI              7     100.9        7.10           6.93         .1,  6.90  6.95  -.05  7..0  7.05  ^..,5  7.30  7.20  .10 

4     SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•)  '  ' 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


ERIC 


.4-97 


(LOCH  RAVEN  Jft  -  WOODLAWN  JR) 


TABLE  5. 


B*LTtMoN6  County 

SCitOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF.  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SC^K>0«.  NAME 

tOCH  KAVEN  JR  HI 

LOCH  HAVEN  5R 
MIuOLt  RlVc^R  H; 

« 

ijohth  point  JH  hi 

OLD  COURT  JK 
PARKtflLLL  JK  HIGH 


VOCABULARY 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 

bAS  GE  NORM 


READING  jioMPREHENSlON 


7  106.5 
9    103. fl 


9  io«»;9 


7  99,* 
9      97, fl 


7  102,0 
9  101,2 


7  109,^ 
105,6 


7  i03,b 
9  lOO.l 


7.70 
9.10 


9.1*0 


6.60 

6. no 


6.70 
0.?0 


fl.20 


7.53 
A.flO 


0.92 


6.75 
^.11 


7.6a 
A. 50 


DIFFFr- 
EfXE 


♦  .17 

♦  .30 


SKILL  AREAS 


languagf  total 


 ^  

MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L  - 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY-  DIFFFH-.  AVERAGE  MARr-  dTFFCR- 
CNCE  LAND         ENCE  ^  i  ANn  £mce 


7.60 
A. 90 

9.10 


/ 

-.15  ^6.60 
-.11  7,90 


9.30  ^ri^ 


PEWRY  HALL  JH  HIGH       7     10  7.1 
9  107,3 


PlKESvlLLt.  JR  MI 

KIuGELy  JH  HIGH 

SPAKROrfS  PjINT  SR 
STtMMERS  RUN  Jil- 

TOwSONTOhN  JR  Hi 

tfOOCitAklt/'^jH  Hi 


^  1U7,* 

V  106,7 


7  109,1 
9  110,9 


9  ^9fl.7 

7  99, fl 
9  1U3,* 


7  lOfl.fl 
9  106,9 


7  iOO,9 
9  101,6 


7.50 
9.00 


7.70 
9.30 


O.20 
9. AO 


fl.30 
9.90 


7.90 


6.50 
fl.40 


fl.ao 

9.70 


7.10 
fl.90 


7.20 
A. A3 


7.60 
9.20 


7.63 
9,13 


T.fl2 
9.61 


A. 21 


6.79 
fl.75 


7.7A 
9.15 


6.91 
«<.55» 


-,34 

-,3n 


♦  .33 

♦  .3<^ 


.30 
.17 


.10 
.10 


♦  .57 

♦  .67 


♦  .^A 

♦  .2n 


6.90 
fl.20 


7,90 
9,00 


7,50 
0.90 


7.60 
9.20 


7.90 
9.50 


fl.lO 
9.70 


-.31      '   7. AO 


-.20 
-.35 


♦  .6? 
♦,.55 


4.19 

♦  .35 


6.70 
fT.MO 


A.  10 

9.ao 


b.90 
9.60 


7.51 
fl.65 


B.7fl 


6.flO 
7.9* 


7.06 
fl.34 


7.B2 
fl.66 


7.21 
fl.6fl 


7.57 
9.06 


7.60 
fl.99 


7.77 
9.4A 


A. 05 


6.04 
A. 60 


7.74 
9.  01 


6.95 
fl.39 


♦  .09 

♦  .25 


7.qO 
9.O0 


♦.32  9.30 


-.20 
-.04 


-.16 
14 


♦  .09 
♦.14 


♦  .29 

♦  .22 


♦  .03 

♦  .14 


♦  .30 
♦.51 


♦.33 
♦  .22 


.25 


6.  ^0 

7.  ftO 


7.?0 
A.^O 


A.'UO 

9.:so 


7.6a 

B.70 


7. AO 
A. no 


A. 


A. 30 


7-70 


14  6.  no 
-.20  A^?0 


♦.36 
♦  .39 


-.05 
♦.21 


ft.  SO. 
9.Q0" 


7.40 
O.70 


LAND 
NOHM 

7.53 
ft. 69 


fl.79 


6.90 

ft. 09 


7.X3 

a. 43 


7.flO 

e.fl6 


7.26 
fl.71 


7.5A 
9.03 


7.61 
fl.97 


7<i^6 
9.39 


P.IA 


6.94 
B.65 


7.73 
Q.99 


7»03 
fl.47 


\ 


♦  .37 

♦  .31 


.30 


4.07 

-.n 


♦  .60 

♦  .44 


♦  .3* 
-.01 


♦  .2? 
-.13 


♦  .6" 


6£ 


fl.20 
9.40 


9.5r 


7. on 

8.?0 


7.50 
U.AO 


9.50 


7, AO 
9.10 


0.10 
O.40 


♦.63  10.10 


♦.54  a. 60 
♦.21       10. 00 


.4A 


-.1*» 
-.4S 


8-00 


7,  in 


♦.77  n.so 
♦.91  •  9.nn 


♦  .37 

♦  .23 


7.30 
B.60 


LAND 
NORM 

7. 75 
A. 91 


9.03 


7.09* 
A. 26 


7,34 
A. 63 


B.0<^ 
9,10 


7.47 
A, 94 


7.A1 
9,29 


7.A4 
0.22 


A. 00 
9.60 


8.35 


7,13 
'^.96 


7,97 
9.24 


7,23 
A, 67 


♦  .45 

♦  ,49 


♦.47 


-,09 
-.06 


4,16 
♦,17 


♦  .26 

♦  ,40 


♦  ,33 
♦«i6 


♦  ,29 
♦,11 


♦  ,76  ♦ 

♦  .flfl  • 


♦  •60 
♦,?2 


-,35 


-,03 
♦  ,04 


♦  ,53 

♦  ,56 


♦  ,07 
-,07 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.5 


CALVERT  COUNTY  *• 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


ro^i   SPttina  Activities  at  thd  School  System  and 

level  and  at  the  individual  school  level: 

School  system  -  For  the  school  year,  each  central 
Office  department   (administration-pupil  servrces-xnstructon)^^^ 
prepares  a  summary  "^^J^or  goals  and  object.ves^th 
rargefd:2^rrror,  nized1n°tS'ore'overall  master  Pl-  for  the 

tStI!  sSool  system^    Incorporated  i"-^"       ^/gf  l^/l^Sividual 
the  significant  goals  and  objectives  prepared  by  the  i""?-™ 
school!^  relevant  to  the  system  goals  and  ""Jectives  The 

primary'emphasis  .  in  fJ^'^-^^^.P^-^lLfreSd  'or'tSr  student! 
defined  instructional  and  pupii  services, 

in  the  Calvert  County  School  System.  ^  ■  • 

•  The  superintendent  of  schools  conducts  an  annual 
evaluation  conference  with  -ch  central  Pffxcejepartment^^ 

^rt^-t^ntriee^^rid^uLf^rrpSs^ld-f^r^^tre^^ort^  schod 
year. 


r  ^1 
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Maryland  Accouiti^i?? tv^A^f  implementation  of  the 

duSnrthea97S-??\'c^Lfyl:?r      '""^^"^  ''^"'"^"^  following 

•        A  system-wide  accountability  coordinator  and  task 
force  were  appointed.*  ana  task 


the  £ollo„i°g?^''  significant  goal  setting  activities  included 

^  •  _  y ^^^^^  ^^^i^ttj^^^^-'- 

•   ^       ■  '      Parents,  students,  and  Drofpc;..nr>r,ai   ^4.  *i 

intensively  in  the  activities  relaf^H  i  staffs  were  involved 

educational  program  specif ^SatfonJf  d^^^l°P">ent.  of  the- 

•  involvement'prepirrLnSar'LL'anr "^^^ 
the  management  by  obWtiies  Sirn??    ^^^ectives  consistent  with 

of  th^  riport  are  incorporated  Into  on^^J'"^"^  components 

they  relate  to: the  svst^m  ^^^f       ^?      ®  county  master  plan  as 
■priLipals  haSe  ?:df^iduarev;i^:?ive'^o  f  ^^^^ives.     The  school 
superihtendent  and  the  assiSrJn^i        conferences  with  the 
focus  uDon  th^  "w.r  superintendent.  The 

conferences 

and  objectives  as  well  as'^^hl  golli^:??  ^^^^^  = 

uni<3ue  to  the  individual  schools!  objectives  specifically 

.S^a  .evised^^:  -'-^ 

aAd  ^^Tvpica^^''!°^°x-r;■°  "i:":^         '"'"^-y  — --'^^ 

wide  accountabilitv  gokls  in  i^Kl     Ij'-Stea  btilow  are  the  system- — ' 
^arithmetic  thlTSS^^^L^rthf-  ^I^^^^I's^Siol-ea??^ 

With  his  a.JLi^ith%-\^diviSu\f  s^Lr^"sr.— sr-- 
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qon«)letion  of  the  secondary  school  program  will: 

l.A.  Identify  his  own  purposes  for  reading. 

l.B.  Seleci^  material  appropriate  to  his  purpose.  ' 

1.  e.  Identify  and  locate  resources.  . 

•    2.A.' Develop  and  use  a  strategy  for  de<?oding  words  which 
may  include  a  sight  vocabulary,  pictures,  context 
clues,  phonics,  structural  analysis  and  authority 
clues . 

2.  B.  Determin^e  the  appropriate  meaning  of  a  word. 

3.  A.  Comprehend  the  literal  meaning  of  material  read. 
3.B.   Read  critically 

< 

a  •      Interpret  the  author's  purpose 

■b!    'identify  patterns  of  though  (e.g.  style,  time, 
niood,  sequence)  ^      ,  • 

c.      Analyze  materials  for  the  purpose  of  making 
decisions 

3.  C.  Read  creatively 

a        Asgbciate  and  internalize  reading  materials 

in  order  to  relate   to  previous  experiences 
b.      Associate  and  internalize  reading  materials 
I  in  order  to  relate  to  new  experiences 

r 

4.  A.  Read  and  interpret  direction^  » 
/           4.B.  Interpret  non-print  materials . 

4.C.   Read  and  interpret  f  oanns . 
4.D.  Locate  and  utilize  information. 
'  4.E.   Read  and  interpret  survival  materials. 

4.  P.  Attain  personal  development. 

5.  A.  Have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading. 
5.B.  Have  a  desire  to  read. 

5.C.  Enjoy  reading. 
;  5.D.  Develop  the  habit  of  reading. 


I  XJ  k) 
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In  writing,  each  student  coinmensurate  with  hie 
upon  completion  of  the  elementary-secondary  wJi^ing  prSgJa^  ViuT 

1.  A..  Coir^unicate  his  ideas  and  feelings  employing 

acceptable  conventions  of  writing.       ^  ^ 

t^£?r  his  thoughts  and  feelings  employing  accep- 
table  conventions  of  writing.  ^'     j     y  f 

2.  A.  Utilize  acceptable  conventions  of  writing  in 

response^to  social  demands  and  obligations. 

2.B.  Utilize  acceptable  conventions  of  writing  in 
response  to  business  demands  and  obligations. 

2.  C.  Utilize  acceptable  conventions  of  writing  in 

response  to  vocational  demands  and  obligations. 

3.  A.   Demonstrate  the  necessity  of  writing  for  a 

variety  of  personal  and  social  needs. 

3.B.   Show  evidence  of  satisfaction  from  his  writing. 

elementary-seconda^rschSol^^^I^h'^"^^"^  upon  completion  of  his 
able  to:  school  mathematics  program  should  beb 

^rfacSf''°''  mathematical  definitions 

1.  B.- Interpret  mathematical  symbols.' 

2.  A.  Perform  the  basic  operations. 

2.B.   Solve  simple  equations  and  inequalities. 

2.C.   Collect  and/or  read  data  represented  by  graphs 
tables,   and  charts.  y  yrapns, 

2.  D.   Measure;  using  standard  l^d  non-standard  units. 

3.  A.  Understand  and  use  number  Concepts. 
3.B.   Understand  the  concept  of  measurement, 
3.C.   Understand  basic  geometric  concepts.' 

f 

(1)  verbal  to  mathematical, 

(2)  mathematical  to  verbal'^* 

i 
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(3)  mathematical  to  mathematical 

(4)  mathematical  to  physical 
■(5)  phrysical  to  mathematical 
■ (6)  verbal  to  verbal 

4. A.  Develop  a  logical  sequence  for  the  solution  of 
problems .  ' 

4. B.  .Identify  and  analyze  techniques  required  for  the 
•   solution  of  problems. 

5        Recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem    state  the 
pJobfem,  formulate  a  hypothesis,   and  determine 
if  the  problem  has  a  unique  solution. 

6.A.  Recognize  and  appreciates  the  contribution  that 
ithematics  is  making  in  the  lives  of  people. 


mal 


6  B.  Understand  the  use  of  mathematics " as  a  tool  in 
relation  to  the  technological  world. 

6.C.   Participate  in  the  study  of  mathematics  for 
enjoyment  and  enrichment. 

C  c.om^nts  on  the  Results  of  the  Accountability  Assessmant 

p;oi,ra»  For^r  System.     The  assessment  dat_a  ing^^cate^;.na.  .... 
students  have  maintax..ea  a  '^^''"J'^';'  P^'^^^^i^^lf^aht  changes 
j;r.f  .ivelSr Ixcep^  ?f  so^e'silS'a^^Is  .  in^one^  lementa.y  school 
wheJe  the  asterisk  was  denoted.     The  rationale  regarding  these 
asterisks  will  b^  outlined  later  in  the  section. 

The  achievement  areas  when  compared  to  the  Maryland 
Norms  appear  to  be  consistent  in  the  grades  tested.     The  third 
a?^ers  do  relatively  well  in  all  areas  when  compared  to  other 
aradls      OvSJall ,  ,  whL  compared  with  other  schools  in  the  State 
simiU^r  to  Calvert  county  schools,  the  results  in  the  areas  of  , 
:oSilarJ°  reading  comprLension     1-?-^^  ^^"^^  ^"""'^  ^°  V 

not  reveal  any  significant  minus    (-)  differences. 

Calvert  County,  however,  needs  to  l°°l^^^^P^^j:^i^^„S3°3^ 
at  the  problem  areas  within  all  of.  the  measured  ^kill  areas  where 
?LrSa?e  minus  differences.     A  systematic  effort  will  be  made 
to  eliminate  these  problems  identified.  ^ 

Rationale  regarding  the  significant  plus    (+)  difference 

in  one  elementary  school  as  J^f^^^i^^tary ^cK 

conferring  with  the  principal  and  staff  of  the  elementary  t>  ^ 
ci?ed  Lfe,  the  following  rationale  was  given  regarding  what  may 
have  influenced  the  plus  difference: 
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^^'^^^^^^ive^^all-school  assessment 
program  developed  over  the  past  several  years  which 
focused  on  pupil  dia-gnosis.  of  strengths  Ld  weakiS^ses 

o?i;/n^n^''  ^°  ^^^^^^  curriculum  revisions^d 

Other  program  changes; 

program^  of  -focusang  upon  improvement  of  pup-il       •  ' 
performance.  .  .  f^^fj-j- 

*  tratw2^?^^2''^\°''^''^^^  commitment  and  acfoinis- 
trative  leadership  toward  various  program  improvements. 

*  ovlr'ovp^  f  terms  of  minimal  staff  turn- 
over over  several  years.     This  insured  program 
continuity.  y-«-cuii 

Stability  of  student  body.    The  third,  graders  tested 
entering  the  school  as  first  graders,  were  the  oniv*' 

^otfrid  ^^^^  inaintalned  thSr"^ 

total  education  experience  in  this  new  school  which 

fpaSiren???on^e;??^^^^"^^^^^^  -----  - 

^^M^S^^W'  ---"^™Sion 
curriculum  a^d  progJJ^of^eirngrSarLai^'r';  °' 

fs^^L-^^R^^^^^^  -cat-on  lilL 

anrL^rte°fc^e;nn^?hrtJ  t°;ng^pro\^S'  with  principal:!:  SS:S:;iors 
instructional  progSamV    ^^^^^""^  program  and  its  significance  to 

have  been  InsJJtuSdf^        ^^^^^  cfeldhood,  and  career  education 

improved  i^hfa^erof "^^^ca^fn"  f^l^^P^^  current  programs 

and  industrial  a?"?    ^hlSSsic  aid^f^?^^'°"'  ^^cluding  home  economics 

more  emphasis  through  i±t  TnSorpojf t?o^  have  been  given  • 

development  committS  S  t^e  ?wo  a?eas      IhS  J°"S^y-wide  curriculum 

incorporated  other  sionificL?  \  reading  program  has 

in  functioLl  refdina^o  hiaS^-SSr^T''^^  including  a  pilot  program 

school  program  Tt^l  se^conla^^^c'hools^'^^^^^^ 
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TWO  secondary  schools  are  now  involved  in  the  Middle  States  ^ 
Evaluation  proceedings.     Their  focus  will  be  on  program  revisions 
as  they  relate  to  pupil  needs. 

A  new  pupil  .services/instruction  project  sponsored  by  the 
State  Department  of  ^d\acation  and  our  local  school  ^^^tem  has  been  - 
started  in  a  secondary,  middle  school  and  vocational-technical 
school.     The  focus  is  upon  the  student  outcomes. 

The  identification  of  two  new  Title  I,  ESEa' project  schools 
has  created  a  jiew  focus  in  these  schools  on  the  needs  of  students  in 
the  primary  grades.  v 

The  expansion  of  the  school  construction  program  which 
reflects  considerable  utilization  of  flexible  and  open  spaces  has  . 
required  individual  school  staffs  to  become  involved  in  intensive 
inservice  programs  related  to  the  need  for  a  different  look  at 
staff  utilization  and  individualization  of  instruction. 

All  schools  are  in  the  process  of  writing  school  objectives 
reflecting  their  own  needs  which  will  provide  a  basis  for  future 
evaluation  of  program  as  it  relates  to  pupil  performance. 

Other  long-range  measures  of  school  system  accomplishments 
which  will  be  focused  upon  other  than  test  scores  will  be  retention- 
rate  profiles,   feedback  from  high  school  graduates  regarding  the 
.  educational  program,   the  per  cent  of  graduates  who  enter  post  high 
school  programs,   and  an  account  of  the  types  of  occupations  in-.  ^ 
which  graduates  engage.  ,( 

E  ■   Unmet  Needs  for  Resources  to  Permit  Improvement  of  Programs 

aAd  Servicis.     Continued  improvement  of  program  ^nd^servicea  will 
require  the  following  -  inputs  if  individualization  of  instruction 
and  efforts  to  meet  the  special  needs  of  the  students  in  Calvert 
Coianty  are  to  be  enhanced:. 

•  Lower  classroom  teacher-piipil  ratio 

•  utilization  -of  additional  teacher/instructional  aides 

t" 

•  •    Expansion  of  psychological,  speech,  hearing,  health 

and  other  related  pupil  services 

•'       Extension  of  instructional  services  to  handicapped 
children 

•  Availability  of  professional  services  such  as  helping 
teachers  and  instructional  diagnosticians         ^  \^ 


03 
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CALVERT  COUNTY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


COHHUNITY  CHARACTFRf^Tir^ 


(X) 

TQT4L 
POPULATION 

(2) 

HEBIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  -* 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

20,682 

3A.6 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
HALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5)  • 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

xo.x 



X0.9 

SCHOOl,  CHARACTER  rSTir^     (as  Of'^EPTEMBER  , 


X973) 


(6) 

-  TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEAQHER 
SALARY 

(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
.YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

UlO)  > 

AVERAGE  1 
oYEARS 
ADMlNISTRATOf\^ 
EXPERIENCE 

6,530 

S 10, 028 

SX6,9X3 

6,8 

17.6 

(IX) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(X2) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL' 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(X3) 

PERCENT 
AVG,  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

X3.a. 

X9.^ 

-^^93.  X 

>ir<*NCU(,  CHARACTERISTICS     (FOR  1972-1,73  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTA^^ 
PGR  iHJPIL 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$1,02-^.62 

»717,20  j 

70.2 

S33.23 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUfllL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
C05TS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
^  PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

3.2 

S10.66 

1.0 

•SEE  APPE.BU  A  POR  .EP>.n,0.  OP  T.«„s  A..  SOUPCES  OP  .ATA  PPOV.ei,         TH,S  TA.... 
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CALVERT  COUNTY 

tabLe  2.. 


NHNVERBAL  ABILfTI^  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCOR€),  ' 
aSS^DEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   ( ^DE  .EQUI  VALENCES  ,  . 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  ^  ^ 


*  -  -       ~:::z    ..o..  .w..  ....s. . .  ....o. 

„  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,   1974  ^^^^  ^^^^^   ^^^^^  .^.VERBAL  BATTERY,   FORM  1,   3.971.  EDITION^. 

AND  9  ARE  100,   NATIONAL  SD  -  16. 


iliAes 


,       '     HE   MEANS   FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP   .UK  .r..u..  .  ^  ^^^^ 

tnnM  inwA  TESTS   OF  BASIC  SKILLS,   FORM  5.  i^'l^^  ,   VAPVIN'*  SLIGHTLY 

;     tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE    ^  '3  °5 .   7     A  D  9^  ARE   APPROXIMATELY  3.7.  7.7.   AND  0... 

NATIOtvlAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES   3.    5.  r. 
FOR  EACH  SKILL/REA.  „ 


•  1G5 
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^CALVERT  COUNTY  ,  . 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCSRE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACH I E VEMENT ^  { GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
V  '         BY  SKILL  AREAS 

^  VGONTrNUED) 


^  AS  OF  9/30/73^*,   ADJUSTED  TO   INCLUDE  NONCRAT^'L  -^LASSC:. 

NUMBER  STUDENTS   TESTED  SPRING,   1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER   ENROLLED  9/30/73,   EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENT/VGF, 

t  STANDARD  AGE  .SCORE    (SAS)   DERI,VED  FROM   COGNITIVE   ABILITIES   TEST,    NONVERBAL  BATTERY,    FORMA,    1971  EDITION 
THE   MEANS   FOR   THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP   FOR  GRADES   3,    5,    7,    AND  9   ARE   lOOj    NATIONAL   SD  =16! 

GRADE   EQUIVALENCE    ( GE )    DERIVED   FROM    IOWA   TESTS  OF  BASIC    SKILLS,    FORM   5,   1971  EDITION.      THE   MEANS    IN  THF 
NATIONAL  NOR'M  GrtOUP   FOR  GRADES   3,   5,    7,   AND  9   ARE   APPROXIMATELY   3.7,    5.7,    7.7,   0.4,    VARvtmg  SLIGHTLY 
FOR   EACH  SKILL  AREA.  "  »  t  ,    v       i-n<.  itHHiuY 
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(APPEAL  -  CALVERT  SR) 


V 


TABLE  3.,    SCHOOL  LEVEL- 
PROFILE* 


-COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  ; 


* 

SCHOOL  "NAME 

GRADE** 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

.  

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATI  0 

(3J 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERt$NC6  ; 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED - 
(10) 

MEDIAN  ^ 
EDUCA- 
*T10N  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
U)  - 
(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
J6) 

TEACH^^ljADMr^*. 

(7)^(  (8> 

APPEAL 

K-5 

492 

20.0 

95.7 

22. 6r 

2.0 

9.6  11.7 

 1*  

'12.2 

22.0 

11.0 

8408.0 

BEACH 

K-5 

519  ♦ 

20.0 

93.5 

24.0 

2.0 

5.0  la.O 

7.7 

21.6 

10.8 

8811.0 

CENTRAL 

K-5 

787 

21.0  . 

96.1 

34.5 

3.0 

6.6  11.9 

8.0 

33.2 

11.0 

81990. 0 

HUNTINGTOWN 

K-5 

365 

32.0 

96.3 

14.6 

2.0 

6.9  25.0 

0.0 

20.0 

10.9 

8940*0 

ISLAND  CREEK 
MT.  HARMONY 

CALVERT  CO  MIDDLE 
NORTHERN 

CALVERT  SENIOR  HIGH 


K-3               197       23.5  95.2 

K-5               708       21.2  ^6.3 

720       20.6  92.8 

6-11           1594       21.3  91.4 

9-12           1095    .*-20.9  89.7 


^•/^  1-0  5.7  10.0  11,9 

30-^  3.0  8.9  29.0  la.O 

33.0  2.0  10.7  20.9  22.9 

70.8  ,    4.0  4.0  J.6.1  22.7 

48.5  4.0  11. l"  22.9  30.5 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FO/l  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


23.1  11.0  8432.0 

16.7  10.8  8792.0  ^ 

2a.l  11.0  8669.0 

^0.2  10.8  8837.0 

29.7  11.0  8669.0 
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(APPEAL  -  CALVERT  SR ) 
TABLE  4. 


CAk^EKT  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  STSrEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


VOCABULARY  READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME 

\ 

GRADE 

AVERAGE 

C  AC* 

AVERAGE 
GE 

<b 

MARY- 

L*ND^ 
NORM 

DlFFFw- 
EK'CE 

AVERAGE 

6E  _ 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

tSE 

li^ARY- 
*  LAND 
NORM 

DlFFrR- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 
GE 

MARY- 
LAND ' 
NORM 

^DIFFER- 
ENCE 

APPEAL 

5 

afl,o 

2.57 
t».  19 

2.66 
'♦.2U 

-,0Q 
-,05 

2.81 
U,60 

2.67 
U.35 

♦  .25 

3.nl 
u.ue 

3.07 
i(.5U 

-.06 
-.06 

2.85 
t».76 

2.66 
4.60 

-.01 
♦  ,16 

- 

BtACH  • 
CLtiTRAL 

3 
b 

3 

b 

92,2 
93,5 

93,9 
93,0 

2.63 
<(.28 

2.76 
t».Ol 

3.^05 

3.15 
«*.59 

-.?2 
-.33 

-.39 
-.58 

2,69 
U  ,U5 

3,00 
U,16 

3.09 
U.71 

3.20 
U.69 

-.20 
-.26 

-.20 
-.53 

3.10 
U.52 

3.20 

u.:^2 

3. '♦7 
i».92 

3.57 
i».89 

-.37 
-.t*0 

-.37 
-.57 

2.92 
4.60 

2.91* 

3.2i 
4,96 

3.30 

,-.29 
-.36 

-.36 
.  -.50 

HUNTINGTOWn 
ISLAND  CRLcK 

3 

5 

3 

92,1 
99,6 

90,5 

3.  66 
2.67 

3,05 
5,03 

2,95 

♦  .61  ♦ 
-.32 

-.08 

3,61 

u,e3 

2,92 

3.08 
5.15 

2.98 

♦  .53 
-.32 

-.06 

<».i»9 
3.10 

3.t»6 
5.35 

3.37 

♦1.03  * 
♦  .09 

-.27 

3.6? 

5^7 

3.07 

3.20 
5.39 

3.12^ 

♦  .42 
-.12 

-.05 

.* . 

MT  HAR^^ONY 
CALVEKT  CO  MIDDLE 

3 

5 

7 

96,6 
9'*,3 

91,0 

2.69 
<»<23 

5.69 

3,31 
<(.66 

5.83 

-.•♦3 
-.lU 

3,0U 
U,U2 

5,87 

3.37 
U.77 

5.96 

-.33 
-.35 

-.09 

3.«*5 
5.6«* 

3.7*» 
4.98 

6.15 

-.29 
-.3** 

-.31 

3.13 
t».73 

5.95  , 

3.4t| 
5.03 

6,27 

-.31 
-.30 

-.32 

nohthlrn 

7 

9 

90,7 
92,8 

5.72 
7.09 

5.61 
7.55 

-,nq 

-,U6 

6.0U 
t,37 

5.9*t 
7.35 

♦  .10 

♦  .02 

5.63 
6. '38 

6.15 
7. 60 

-.52 
-.62 

6.19 
7.28 

6.27 
7.71 

-.06 
-.43 

CAlVERT  SE  tlOK  HIGH  9 

9*3,1 

7.20 

7.57 

-,37 

7,28 

7.^7 

-.09 

7.n7 

7.61 

7,t»6 

7.72 

-.26 

V  SEE  CHAPTER  SECTION  ..1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  ... 
-     ACCOHPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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(APPEAL  -  CALVERT  SR) 
TABLE  5. 


CAUVEHT  COJNTY 
SCHOOL  SYbTEH 


RELAJION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS-*t  BY  SKILL 
AREAS  ,   WITH  NONVERBAL  AiilLITY  AND  SOC I OECONOMIC  .  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 

REA0IM6  COMPHEHEWSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHCMATlCikL  TOT*L 

SCHOOL  NAME      '  6RAUE  aVERA9E  AVERaGL    HARY-      DlFFfcR-  I^VEPAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-      niFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY 

I  mkin  EmCE  .  -^.-.^     


SAS 


LAND 

^NORH 


GE 


LAND 
NOKH 


ENC£ 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


6r 


OTFFER- 
LANO  fNCE 
NORM 


APPEAL  ^ 

3 
5 

SS.O 

2.57 
H.19 

2.61 
«».13 

...OH 
♦  .06 

2. SI 
H.60 

2.63 
*.27 

♦..in 
♦  .33 

3 
H 

.01 
.US 

3. OH 
H.51 

-.03 
-.03 

2.BS 
H.76 

2.A3 
H.57 

♦  •02 

♦  ,1» 

BEaCH 

> 

b 

92.2 
93.5 

•  2.«3 
H.2S 

3. OH 
H.61 

-.21 
-.33 

2.S9 

3.0s  ' 
i|.71 

-.la 

-.26 

H 

.10 
.52 

3.<»6 
H.q3 

-.36 
-.Hi 

2.92 
H.60 

3.21 
H.9S 

r.29 
-»3S 

CL>4TRAL 

•5 

93.9 
93.0 

2.76'^" 

3.15 

-.39 
-.55 

3.00 
H.16 

3.20 
H.67 

-.20 

-.51 

:s 

H 

.20 
.^2 

3.57 
H*S9 

-.37 
-.57 

2.9H 
H.HH 

3.30 
H.9H 

-.36 
-.50  • 

3 

5 

92.1 

99. a 

3.S6  ^ 
*.71 

3. OH 
5.15 

♦  •A?  t 
-.14 

3.61 
H.S3 

3. OA 
5.22 

♦.b3 

-.3Q 

H9 
HH 

3fH6 
5.H0 

♦1.03  • 
♦  .04 

3.6? 
5,?7 

3.20 
S.H5 

♦  .%2 
-.IS 

1£>LANJ  CHttK 

2.ft7 

2.93 

i 

-.06 

.  2.92 

2.97 

-.q5 

3. 

10 

3.36 

-.2^ 

3.07 

3.11 

-.0% 

MI  HARMONY 

3 

5 

96. S 
9*. 3 

2.B9 
,<».23 

3.3H 
H.bS 

-.H5 
-.H5 

3«0H 
H.H2 

3.39 
H.7S 

-.35 
-•36 

3. 
H, 

as 
6H 

3.75 
H.99 

-.30 
-.35 

3.13 
H.73 

3.H6 
S.OH 

-.33 
-.31 

CAUV£r<T  GO  MIOU.E 

7 

91.0 

b.69 

^.S3 

-.IH 

5.S7 

5.96 

0 

-.09 

5* 

6.16 

-.3? 

5,95 

6.31 

-.36 

NO.tTHeRN 

7 
9 

90.7 
92. s 

xl?9 

5.79 
7.5H 

..07 
-.H5 

6. OH 
7.37 

5.93 
^  7.35 

♦.11 

♦•02 

5. 
6. 

f>3 
OS 

6*13 
7.60 

-•SO 
-•6? 

&•  19 
7.2s 

6»2S 
7.71 

::2§  ' 

CAUVEKT  SEmIOH  HIGH    9       93.1         7.20  7.57        -.37  7.2S 


7.39 


•*1 


7.07 


7.63        -.66  7.H6 


X    SEE  CHAPTER        SECTION  ^.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TEMS  USED  ANS  tf^PLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•> 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCGUNTJABlLlTY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION  ^^ 


.  IP 

4.6  CAROLINE  COUNTY 

School  System    Goals  and  Objectives 


A.  General.     It  is  the  understanding  of  Caroline  County 

school  officials  that  the  Maryland  Accountability  Law  requires 
each  county  system  to  develop  a  set  of  school  objectives  in  the 
areas  of  reading,  writing  and  mathematics  toward  which  the  instruc 
tional  program  will  be  directed.     In  order  t:hat  some  device  for 
measuring  grpwth  be  used/  it  is  necessary  to  use  some  form  of 
standardized  testing  as  such  a  device.     During  the  school  year 

1973-  74  all  pupils  in  grades  3,5,7  and  9  were  tested  both  as 

to  their  abilities  and  as  to  their  achievement  in  reading,  writing 
and  mathematics. 

The  results  of  the  tests  are  to  be  used  as  base  line 
data  and  do  not  necessarily  reflect  the  objectives  as  being  set 
up  under  the  accountability  law.     When  given  again  during  the 

1974-  75  school  year  and  in  1975-76,  they  should  reflect  some 
evidence  as  to  students'  success  in  accomplishing  the  stated 

"objectives. 


170 


Goal  Setting  Activities.     The  State  Department  of 
Education  developed  some  broad  Goals  for  reading,  writing  and 
mathematics  "for  distribution  to'  local  systems,  in  the  Fall  of  1973. 
Following  this,  regional  workshops  were  held  to  give  assistance 
to  local  school  systems  to  develop  more  speciffc  goals  consistent 
with  the  State  Goals.  "  . 

T      -       Caroline  County  the,  superintendent '  s  staff  developed 
these  Local  Goals  on  a  tentative  basis.     They  were  then  sent  to 
every  local  school  faculty  ^or  consideration  as  to  their  clarity 
of  meaning  and  as  to  their  adaptability  for  constructing  Local 
School  Objectives.     The  Central  Office  then  edited  the  Goals  in 
terms  of  the  teacher  suggestions  and  sent  them  to  the^State 
Department  of  Education.     They' were  approved  and  returned  to  the 
county  by  August  1974. 

^'  Caroline  County  School  System  Goals Based  upon  the 

State-wide  Goals  in  Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics,  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Caroline  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  elemen- 
tary-secondary school  reading  program  of  Caroline  County  school 
system  Ishould: 

■   l.A.  Be  able  to  establish  personcA  goals  for  reading  and 
to  identify  and  select  means  and  materials  for 
achievement  of  these  goals. 

l.B.  Be  able  to  derive  meaning  and  understanding  from 
reading  various  types  of  printed  materials  such  ,. 
as  newspapers,  periodicals,  novels,  drama,  poetry, 
,     biographies,  autobiographies,  catalogues,  and 
bulletins .  . 

1.  e.  Be  able  to  derive  meaning  and  understanding  from 

such  nonprint  materials  as:     records,  tapes, 
filmstr^^s,  films,   transparencies,  charts  and  graphs, 

2.  A.  Know  and  can  apply  a  system  by  which  he  can  derive 

meaning  of  unfamiliar  words.. 

2.B.  Possess  that  knowledge  and  those  skills  required 
in  order  to  be  able  to  pronounce  words  used  in 
daily  living  and  to  identify  their  appropriate 
meanings . 

2.C.   Possess  the  ability  to  determine  the  meaning  of 
.  words  through  the  utilization  of  picture  skills, 
content  skills,  structural  skills,  phonic  skills, 
and  authority  clues . 


4  § 
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3. A.  Be  able  to  discern  the  methods  used  in  achieving 
the  author's  purpose  (e.g..^  satire,  description, 
irony,  parody,  humor) . 

3,  B.  Be  able  to  read  critically  and  literally  and  be 

able  to  raise  questions  and  find  suitable  answers 
distinguishing  between  objective  and  subjective 
writing, 

B.C.  Be  able  to  identify  the  style  and  mood  of  the 

author,  the  time  and  sequence,   cause  and  effect 
relationships  of  the  writing. 

4.  A.  Be  able  to  follow  those  directions  which  are  essen- 

tial to  living  in  a  modern  society, 

4.B.  Be  able  to  locate  references  utilizing  either  print 
or  nonprint  materials. 

4.C.  Be  able  to  gain  that  information  necessary  for 
living  in  society  successfully.  ' 

4.  D.  Be  able *to  understand  forms  necessary  for  seeking 

jobs,  ordering  materials,  filling  out  questionnaires, 
providing  tax  information,  making  reservations. 

5.  A.  Be  able  to  utilize  reading  as  a  means  of  providing 

personal  satisfaction  and  improvement. 

5.B.  Be  able  to  use  reading  as  an  important  leisure 
time  activity. 

5.C.   Be  able  to  recognize  the  importance  of  reading  in 
providing  assistance  in  job  improvement  jand  the 
quality  of  living. 

In  Writing,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  elemen- 
tary-secondar^""scHool  writing  program  of  Caroline  County  school 
system  should  be  able  to: 

l.A.  Record  their  thoughts  and  feelings  for  their ^ 
personal  use,  observing  appropriate  linguistic 
forms,   levels  of  usage  and  conventions  of  rhetoric 
and  mechanics. 

l.B.   Record  thoughts  and  feelings  in  order  to  communicate 
them  clearly  to  others,  observing  appropriate 
linguistic  form,  levels  of  usage  and  conventions  of 
rhetoric  arid  mechanics. 

I? 

I.e.  Write  legibly. 
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2. A.  Write  in  a  given  social  situation  observing  an 
accepted  organization,  development,  form  and 
mechanics  of  writing. 

2.B.  Write  in  a  given  business/or  vocational  situation 
observing  an  accepted  organization,  development, 
form  and  mechanics  of  wri*ting. 

s 

2.  C.  Write  in  a, given  scholaskjC  situation  observing  an 

accepted  organization,  dfev^lopment ,  form  and 
mechanics  of  writing.  / 

r.A.  Acquire  attitudes  about/ writing  which  demonstrate 
their  understanding  of  /the  necessity  of  writing 
for  a  variety  of  personal  and  social  need^. 

3.  B.  Write  in  response  to  l^heir  own  initiative  or  at 

the  requirement  of  scxneone  else. 

*  3.C.  Demonstrate  evidence/ of  satisfaction  from  writing 

to  the  best  of  thei^^  ability, 

,  In  Mathematics,   each  student  who  has  completed  the 

elementary-secondary  ^b^pi,  mathe^natics  program  of  the  Caroline 
County  School  System.^ should  be  aljle  to: 

l.A.   Recall  facts  of  arithmetic. 

l.B.   Recall  units  ofymeasure. 

I.e.   Recognize  and/(/r  recall  terms  and  definitions. 

/ 

l.D.   Recognize  geoii;<etric  figures. 

1.  E.   Recognize  mathematical  symbols. 

2.  A.   Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  the  operations 

of  addition,  subtraction,  multiplication  and  division 

2.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  graphs,  charts, 
tables  and  measuring  instruments*. 

2.C.   Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  algebraic 
manipulations. 

2.  D.   Demonstrate  4he  ability  to  make  geometric  con- 

structions anja  perform  geometric  manipulations. 

3.  A.   Demonstrate  an  understa/ding  of  the  concepts 

associated  with  place  vfalue,  number  systems,  sets 
whole  number^,  fractiorfe,  decimals,  percent,  ratio, 
proportion,  and  measuremfent. 

'"i 
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3.B.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  process  and 
properties  of  addition^   subtraction,  multiplica- 
tion and  division. 

3.C.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  concepts 

associated  with  the  use  of  graphs,  charts,  tables, 
and  measuring  instruments. 

3;d.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  algebraic  and 
geometrip  concepts. 

3.  E.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  make  the  following  types 

of  translatiC)ns: 

'  Verbal  to  mathematical 
Ma|:hematical  to  verbal 
Mathematical  to  mathematical 
Mathematical  to  physical 
Physical  to  mathematical 
Verbal  to  verbal 

4.  A.  Analyze  and  select  the  processes  necessary  to 

determine  the  solution  of  a  problem. 

4.B.  Acquire  the  ability  to  follow  a  logical  developme^it 
of  a  solution  to  a  problem. 

4.C.  Solve  and  test  reasonableness  of  the  result. 

4.  D.  Test  accuracy  of  a  solution  of  the  problem. 

5.  A.  Recognize  mathematical  patterns  and  relationships. 

5.B.  Recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem,  state  it 
forTDally/-  list  the  hypothesis  and  obtain  its 
solution, 

5.C.  Transfer *and  use  knowledge  in  new  situation. 

5.D.  Plan  for  the  future  using  mathematical  reasoning 
to  make  decisions. 

5.  E.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  determine  the  sufficiency 

of  conditions  necessary  for  proof  in  problem  solving. 

6.  A.  Recognize  the  contribution  that  mathematics  has 

made  to  the  progress  of  civilization. 

6.B.  Participate  in  the  learning  of  mathematics  beyond 
that  which  is  merely  required. 
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6.C.  Demonstrate  satisfactions  gained  through  practical 
use  of  mathematics  he  has  learned.- 

Objective  Setting' Activities .     Caroline  County  is  a 
small  area  wiLli  a  total  ot  only  nine  schools,  all  of  which  are 
very  much  alike  except  for  the  age  of  pupils 'enrol?fd?n  order 
to  take  advantage  of  the  best  talent  available,  it  wds  deSidJd  • 
that  representatives  from  each  school  at  each  level— primarv 

TlTn^riL'^ittll  senior  ,  high  sci^ri.-be'^^ented 

on  each  of  the  three  subject  area  committees  to  prepare  a  seauence 
of  objectives.     These,   then,  would  also  be  referred  to  the  indi- 

IttTl  clunT''  "'ff  ^^^^^^  acceptance  by  t^e 

total  county.     It  would  be  the  prerogative  of  a  school  to  choose 
the  method  by  which  its  students  would  attempt  to  rSach  thf 
agreed-upon  objectives.  j-cai^n 

tDossihiP  -iT!  Local  School  Objectives  will  be  stated  ii>  so.  far  as 
possible  m  terms  of  expected  behaviors  of  children  by  the  end  of 
primary  grades,   intermediate  grades,  middle  school  and  senior 
high  school.     They  should  reveal  who  must  reac3  the  SbiJcJivL 
r^d  behavior  is,  when  the  evaluation  wi?l  be  mldJ' 

and  how  the  evaluation  wi] 1  be  made. 

many  re.onSJf      committees  will  develop  these  objectives  using 
nTll  J^^°"^^fs:     presently  accepted  objectives;   a  catalog  of  suq- 

tlx^hnnS  J^^'^i''^".^^  ^^^^^  Department;  curriculum  gSides  anfl 

textbook  teachers'  manuals  and  creativity  exhibited  by  the  pro- 
fessionals Chosen  to  develop  these  objectives. 


The  L^^L  °"  ^.^^  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Re.c^mt... 
The  testing,  program  in  Caroline  County  during  the  1573-74  school  

^h^nT^n  ""^^'^"^^"^^5  ""-^  ^  '"^^i"^^"^  °^  difficulty  according  to^ 
the  plan  recommpnHed  by  the  State  Accountability  Team.     The  use  ' 
of  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  and  Cognitive  Abilities  Test  - 
leaves  much  to  be  desired,   especially  in  the  broad  fSd  of 
"ifr""^'    ."^^^  tests  are  norm-referenced  rather  than  criterion- 
rtitlt^^f'   ,       several  test  companies  are  working  to  produce 
criterion-referenced  tests,   it  is  hoped  that  after  the  first  • 
wil^bi^'used!''^^^"''^^^  computed,   this  type  of  test  " 

While  it  is  a  concern  in  Caroline  County  about  how  our 
test  scores  compare  to  State  and  national  norms,  le  are  especially 
datrth^t^^v."'^^i"^  comparison  through  the 'use  of  s?a?is^Scal 

a  non-verb^f  ^S^S""^  ^''P^''"  intelligence  as  measured  by 

?i^?^nr  ?  i     t     '  ^""^        socio-economic  factors  which  statis- 
ticians state  have  significant  influence  on  pupil  achievement  in 
school       These  results  indicate  that  CarolinS  tounty  s?uden?s 
in  grades  3,   5,   7,  and  9  achieved  average  scores  in  comparison 

Maryland  students.     Of  all  the  areas  tested,   the  loSest- 
results  were  evident  in  the  middle  school  Mathematic^  Total  scSre 
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and  these  were  only  five  months  below  State  norms.     In  Reading 
and  Language  Arts  areas,  there,  were  several  instances  ^here 
chools  scored  more  than  three  months  higher  than  the  Maryland 


s 

norm'. 


While  it  may  be  of  some  satisfaction  to  score  at  or  _  ,  . 
near  the  average,  it  is  our  goal  to  raise  these  sqores  if  at  all 
possible.  ,  ,  i:  V 

F  Program  Modification  Activities.     In  the  ^burriculum 

area  of  mathematics,  Caroline  County  has  for  the  past  six  years 
been  implementing  a  "modern  math"  program.     Recently  vTe  h^ve 
acknowledged  soml .  ^concerns  as  to  its  ef  f  ectivenpss .     ^has  program 
d6alt  more  with  the  "why"  of  mathematical  functions  rather  than 
with  the  "how"  of  computing  what  are  normally  considered  skills 
li  mathematics .     We  a?e  at  present  donsidering  a  more  individualized 
mathematics  program  using  newly  published  materials  which  the 
publishers  state- are  a  move  toward  better  skill-buildmg .     .  - 

In  the  field  of  language  arts,  our  schools  are  mo-re  and 
more  including  phonics  instruction  as  basis  to  word  ^^tack  skills. 
New  grouping  procedures  and  departmentalization  are  P^^t  of^an 
attempt  to  individualize  reading  instruction  on  the  elementa'ry 
level;     Diagnostic  prescriptive  laboratories  were  recently 
installed  in  two  Title  I  schools.  •  • 

At  the  secondary  level  there  ,is  a  specific  program  aimed 
at  "improving  inte-rest  in  reading  for  fun  and  information  as  well 
Is  developing  greater  .skills-.     The  secondary  teachers  are^attempting 
tl  imp?e^ei2  newly  revised^ curriculum' guides  which  place  emphasis  . 
on  reading,  language  usage  and  writing  skills. 

During  the  1973-74  school  year,  junior  high  school 

mathematics  teachers  held  meetings  to  ^-F^^^.^^'mateSals  Here 
cation  and  to  evaluate  math  teaching  and  related  "'^^^^^^^J*     "^""^  • 
ag^in,  attempts  are  being  made  to  individualize  or  to  regroup 
children  to  teach  them  the  basic  skills. 

It  has  been  proposed  that  Caroline  teachers  consider  ^ 
a  stronq  return  to  a  cycle  of  teaching  which  was— pre-test ,  teach, 
test'  ?eteach'  retest."^  The  "reteach".  phase  seems;  tb  have  been 
omitted  in  many  instances.     Again  individual  need^  will  be  a 
prime  consideration. 

As  studies  of  individual  test  scores  reveal  strengths 
and  weaknesses,  modification  of  existing  programs  will 
necessarily  follow.  ? 


With  emphasis  in  the  Accountability,  Act  on  three 
I  areas,  teachers  in  other  disciplines  cannot  help  but 

:Xt 

rr, 


curriculum   ,    v,    n  n     K«  Mar.^7 

concern  themselves  with  what  the  next  steps  shall  be.  Many 


?o^3."Sie1?2  In^tfLa^?  ^^^^^^^  - 

raak2s  i?  dt?ftSni%  ^^^^^^  ^""^^^  professional  personnel 

and  consultants- ?o\sSisr?8aoh:?='"'5>,^"°"^''        "^^^'^'^  ^"  students 

tSo^eS^nlaS-se?/^"""?!"-  ^^^^^^      ^''SfleSrcif ld^?e^"?^^on?r  - 
two  eiementaxy  schools.     Other  schools  are  so  nearly  alike  th^l 

Accou„ta..?°t5^Lli?no°"?L^L^°:iS\s'Si^J?"^ 

proportions  of  students,  «e  will  certainly  K  liJtId  L  a  sJho„, 
system  accountable  to  its  students,  parents^nd  taxpa?lrs.  °' 


1     I  / 
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r,.    CAROLINE  COUNTY 


TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


COHHUWITY  CHARACTERISTICS 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION  " 

(2) 

.  MEDIAN 
.V  FAMILY 
INCOME 

(  3  ) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

19t  701 

$7,^30 

33.5 

u ) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 

MALES   25  YEARS 

FEMALES   25  YEAR*i 

OF   AGE   ORT  OLDER 

OF    AGE  OR  OLDER 

(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS  ) 

(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

9.0 

10.5 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS,         (AS. OF   SEPTEMBER.  1973) 


(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOt 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(  0  ) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(  10) 

AVERAGE 

YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPER I6NCE 

5t296 

SI)  t  30  3 

Sl^t692 

0.6 

1^.^ 

( 11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ADOVE 

( 12  > 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUP  I L/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.    DAILY  ^ 
AT  TFNDANCF 

15. 1 

•     10.7  ' 

1  ^  1 

9^.0 

C.  ^iNANClAi.  CHARACTERISTICS       (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(10) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(  19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUBIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
C(1ST 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.3 

0.0 

(14) 

(15) 

( 16  ) 

(17) 

TOTAL 

PER  PUPIL 
COST 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

S0^9.96 

i606.71 

71.0 

S19. 76 

ERIC 


'see   appendix  a  pop  DtflNITION  OF    TERM-.  AND  S0URCI5  OF  DATA  PROvrDf.I,   IN  TH.S.TADLf, 
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CAROLINE  COUNTY  '        .  • 

BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKtLL 
AREAS 


(1) 


VOCABULARY 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENS ION 


(3) 

SPELLU4G 


(A) 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


(5) 


i  PUNCTUAT ION 


(1) 


GRADE 


(2) 


NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


415 


421 


467 


450  ^ 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


91«Q8 


92.87 


90.15 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 

:'SCH0OLS, 
TESTED 


84.67 


415 


421 


467 


450 


415 


421 


467 


45? 


415 


91.08 


92^*^87 


90.15,, 


84.67 


91.08 


92.87 


90.15 


84.67 


91.08 


421 


467 


p  450 


415 


421 


92.87 


90.15 


84.67 


91.08 


92.87 


467 


450 


90.15 


84.^7 


A-n  iiKJTP^^i  TO  INfitOTE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 
...S  OP  ,/30/V3.  ,/30/V3.   EXP.ESSEb/aS   A  PERCENTAGE. 

«.  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRINl,   197^  DIVID.D  baTTEPY.   FORM  1,   1971  EDITIOM. 

.  ff  :h  •  ^^^^^ . 

FOR  pEACH^  SKILL  AREA.  *    /   t  j  ' 


(5) 
AVERAGE  ^ 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(■SAS)t 


96.7 


98.7 


94.7 


101.0 


96.7 


98.7 


94.7 


101.0 


96.7 


98.7 


94.7 


101.0 


98.7 


94.7 


101.0 


.96.7 


98.7 


94.7 


101.0 

4  


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


15.23 


15.68 


15.7? 


15.42 


15.23 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
«  GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)++ 


3.23 


5.01 


6.46 


8.16 


3.47 


15  .68 


5.15 


15.73        i  6.58 


15.42 


8.24 


15.23 


3.95 


15.68 


5.46 


1*J?.73 


15.42 


15.23 


15.68  ' 


15.73 


6.73 


8.20 


3.88 


5.38 


6.43 


15.42 


15.23 


15.68 


isSr?' 


15.42 


8.41 


3.91 


5.i9 


6.37 


8.00 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


1.16 


1.48 


1.76 


2.07 


1.2^ 


1.46 


1.62 


1.81 


1.43 


1.^6 
 » — 


2.03 


2.27 


1.40 


1.55 


1.98 


2.25 


1.47 


1.55 


1.95  ^V./ 


2.26 


4-123 


CAROLINE  COUNTY 
TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY.SK-^L  AR.EAS  (CONTINUED) 


SKILL  ♦ 
AREAS  . 

(1) 

GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
♦  STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  + 

(3) 

P*ERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

*  (4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7)  ^ 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(6) 

LANGUAGE 

USAGE 

3 

415 

91.08 

5 

96. t 

15.23 

.  3.47 

1.35 

5 

a 

421 

92.87 

5 

98^7 

15.68 

5.012 

\ 

■  \  

.  1.73 

7 

467 

90.15 

2  . 

94.7 

15.73 

6.3^ 

1.^8 

9 

450 

84.67 

2 

101.0 

15.42 

7.75 

2.24 

(7) 

,  LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

415 

91.08 

5 

96,7 

15.23 

3.80 

1.25 

5 

'     421  i 

 J— 

92.87 

5 

98.7. 

15.68 

5.26 

1.46 

7 

467* 

90,15 

2 

94i7 

15.73 

6.47 

1.75 

—  

450 

84.67-=. 
« 

2  , 

lai.o 

15.42 

8.09 

2.00 

(6) 

\ 

MATHEMATICAL  ^ 
CONCEPTS 

3 

415 

91.08 

5 

96.7 

15.23 

3.28 

.93 

-  5 

421 

92.87 

5 

98.7 

15.68 

5.23 

1.32 

467 

90.15 

2 

94.7 

15.73 

6.80 

1.50 

— 1  ^ 

450 

84.67 

•*  2 

101.0 

15.42 

8.15 

1.83 

& 

» 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

3 

415 

91.011* 

^  5 

96.7 

15.23 

3.48 

1.17 

5 

421 

92.87 

5 

98.7 

'  #  lV.68 

5.13 

1.2& 

7 

467 

90.15 

2 

94.7 

15.73 

6.63 

1.55 

9 

450 

84.67 

2 

101.0 

15.42 

8.03 

1.79 

(10) 

■  V 

MATHEMATICAL 
<  TOTAL 

3 

415 

91.08 

5 

96.7 

15.23 

3.38 

.99 

5 

421 

^  92.87 

•  'S 

5 

98.7 

15.68 

5.1& 

1.22 

467 

9P.15 

2 

94. T. 

15.73 

6.72 

1.41 

450 

*  84.67 

2 

101.0 

15.42 

8.09 

1.69 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/73f  ADJUSTED  TO   INCLUDE  NONQRADED  CLASSES. 

NUMBER   STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,N3.974  D I V I BC5'"3Y'-fWrtB^)R  ENROLLED  9/30/73,   EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)  DERIVED  F R'mi-&8tJfnTr<rr''TfBTL I ^         TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,   FORM  1,   1971  EDITION. 
THE  MEDIANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUf^tfiR^GRADtS  3,   5,    7,    AND  9  ARE   APPROXIMATELY  98.26,   100.20,  101.17, 
AND  i01.19»  NATIONAL  SD  »  16*  ^      \  ^ 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)  DERIVED  FROyf(  IOWA  Ti»STS^W^BAS I C   SKILLS,   FORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MEDIANS  FOR  THE 
SCHOOL  MEANS  IN  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  (gROUP  FOrXgRADES  3,   5,    7,   AND  9  ARE  APPRO^d MATELY  3.7,   5.7,   7.6,   AND  9.4, 
VARYING  SLIGHTLY  FOR  EACH  SKiLt  Ar\a   (SEE  AP\eNDIX  A).     NATIONAL  SD  FOR  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE  NOT  AVAILABLE. 
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(DENTON  -  RIVERVIEW  JR) 


/ 


PrSf?LE*''''^"'°''''''''''^''  ^""^  ^^^^'^  RESOURCES 


.PERCENT 

i 

r  C  f%  V  C  11  1 

ST  AFP 
MASTER»S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL  ' 
ENROLL- 

PUPIL/ 

5TAFF 

RATIO 

131  " 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION* OF 
MOTHER 
111) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME  > 

ZATTON 
{ 1 ) 

MENT 
(2) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

INCOME 
( $  ) 

(12  ) 

DENTON 

K-6  , 

\ 

643 

21.4 

97.2 

29.0 

1.0 

9.9 

12.0 

10.0 

14.9 

11.0 

7901.0 

FEDERALSBURG 

K-6 

677  21.1 

92.5 

41.0 

.1.0 

6.8 

16. 0 

3.1 

31.4 

10.4 

6904.0 

^occM  canon 

K-6 

604 

2o.a 

95.8 

28.0 

1.0  . 

7.7 

19.0 

- 

10^^ 

^3.1 

10.2 

7416.0 

\ 

PRESTON 

K-6 

493 

19.7 

96.3 

24.0 

i.o 

11.9 

13.0 

16.0 

19.0 

10.5 

7536.0 

/ 

RIDGELY  ^ 

K-6 

320 

18. a  ^ 

97.0 

16.0 

1.0 

11.6 

7.0 

5.9 

20.7 

id.i 

7300.0 

COL.  RICHARDSON  JR 

7-8 

389 

14.5 

94.9 

23.8 

3.0 

7.9  20.0 

11.2 

25.6 

10.5 

7218.0  ' 

COL*  RICHARDSON  SR 

9-12 

678 

19.4 

91.5 

33.0 

2.0 

9.3  22.5 

22.9 

26.7 

10.4 

7244.0 

RIVERVIEW  JR  HIGH 

7-9 

790 

20.3 

94.0 

37.0 

2.0 

8.6 

9.3 

10.3 

17.4 

10.  5 

7616.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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JDENTON  -  RIVERVIEW  JR) 


CAwOLiNt  County 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  4, 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMSf  BY  SKILL 
areas!  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
G0NTR0LLED4^ 


SCHOOL  14AME 


*•«•««««« 44 


4  VybCABliLARY 

..ohaol  average  average  mary- 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 


SAS 


GE  NORM 


LIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MAHY- 


E^CE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MaHY- 
ENCE  LAND 
RE  NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGP  MAPY- 


EfiCE 


G£ 


LAND 
NORM 


DIFFER- 
ENCE 


DUJTON 

FLuERALSBU»<G 
GKECUSnORO 
PHtSTOt  i 
RlOGtLY 


96.6 
97,6 


99.6 


99, U 
99,7 


9b, 6 
96,6 


95.7 
97,6 


COL.  RICHARDSON  JR  '  9S,5 
COL.  RICHARDSON  SR  9  iOl.B 
HIVERVIE*  JR  HIGH 


7  9U,  I 
9  lUO,'* 


3.23 
•♦.73 


^.06 
4.60 


3.21 
b.l4 


3.39 
5.24 


3.39 
5.36 


b.65 
8. 07 


b.33 
6.23 


3.31 
4.66 


3.24 
4.93 


3.42 
4.92 


3.22 
4.69 


3.21 
4.76 


6.27 
6.30 


e-i** 

«^.19 


-.OA 
-.13 


.  lb 
.13 


-.21 


+  .17 
♦  .3S 


♦  .Ifl 

♦  .5fl 


3.5b 
5.02 

3^41 
5.09 


3.49 
5.01 


3.50 
5.40 


3.27 
5.41 


4  .1<5 


3.3a 

4.99 


3.32 
5.09 


3.52 
5.07 


3.29 
S.04 


3.28 
4.92 


t  SEE  CHAPTER  4,*  SECTION  ^.1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  OF 
**"    ACCOMPANYING  »'DI FFERENCE"  SCORES.  - 


♦  .17 

♦  .03 


♦  .09 

♦  .00 


.03 
.06 


♦  .29 
>.36 


-.01 
♦  .49 


♦  .34 


♦  .21 

♦  .05 


':^."9 

•5.20 


5.74 
5.19 


3.«7 
5. 16 


3.«3 
■^.41 


3.f>4 
*).48 


A. 78 

a.?3 


6.?5 
A  .no 


3.75 
5.17 


3.70 
S.30 


3.88 
5.31 


3.67 
5.25 


3.66 
5.17 


6.49 


8.30 


6.39 
8.20 


P/(ND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 


♦  .14 

♦  .03 


♦  .04 
-.11 


.01 
.1«^ 


♦  .16 

♦  .16 


-.02 
♦  .31 


-.14 
-.20 


3.30 
5.07 


3.38 
5.28 


3.59 
5.04 


3.30 
5.19 


3.36 
5.47 


♦•29  6.91 
-.07  8.32 


3.44 
5.22 


3.39 
5.34 


3.56 
5.35 


3.37 
S.29 


3.37 
5.21 


6.70 
A.bO 


b.5f{P^  6.58 
7.03  8. '♦7 


-.14 
-.15 


-.01 
-.06 


♦  .03 
-.31 


-.07 
-.10 


-.01 
♦  .26 


♦  .21 
-.28 


♦  .00 
-.54 


4 


1  p  9. 
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(DENTON  -  RIVERVIEW  JR ) 


caholinc  County 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


bCHOOL  t^AME 


TABLE   5.     REUTIOWOF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  HAR.YLAUD  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 

fT^lsT^^lLLrcON^ISL^^i''^^  STATUS 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


OE.NTON 

FL(jERALSBUr<6 
6KLEN&M0RO 
PhtSTOM 
HlCGELY 


96. Q 
97,6 


96.2 
99,8 


99.1* 
99,7 


9S.6 
96.0 


95.7 
97,6 


COL.  RICHARDSON  JR  7  95,5 
COL.  RICHARDSON  SR       V  ^01,8 


RlVERVILM  jR  (iIGM 


7  9U.1 
9  100,1* 


3.23 
'♦.73 


3.  OA 


3.?1 
5.  U 


3.39 
5.2<* 


3.:?9 

5.3b 


6.6b 
8.07 


6.33 

a. 23 


3.3'* 
«*.96 


3.30 
5.15 


1,50 
S.l** 


3.26 
5.06 


^,?7 
<«.96 


^.32 
1.57 


6.17 


-.11 

-.23 


-.22 
-.3f> 


-.2o 

♦  .on 


♦  .13 

♦  .1^ 


♦  .12 

♦  .<«0 


♦  .33 
-.50 


♦  .16 
-.  IP 


3,55 
5.02 


3.«*1 
5,09 


3,<*9 
5.01 


3.50 
5,<*0 


3,27 
5.'*1 


6.72 
A. 20 


6,1*7 
'i.2b 


3.39 
5.0<* 


3.35 
5.22 


3.56 
6.21 


3.31 
■).1<* 


3.31 
5.'0<« 


6.<*1 

a.<«i 


6.27 
«.25 


♦.16 
-.02 


♦.06 
-.13 


-.07 
-.20 


♦  .27 

♦  .26 


♦  .37 
♦.31 
-.21 

♦  .20 

♦  .01 


5.?0 


'.7«* 
5.19 


3.P7 
5.16 


3.n3 

5. Ml 


3.6^ 
5.i*fl 


6.7fl 

fl.?3 

6.?5 
^.00 


3.75 
^.2«* 

3.71 
5.<*0 


3.91 
5.<*0 


3.6A 
5.33 


3.6B 
5.2<« 


h.<*3 
fl.3b 


*    A«^SpjNmc*-J,?FFEiENCE-'ic^^^^^  <"=   """^  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  ... 


♦.1«* 

-.01* 


♦  .03 
-.21 


-.0'* 
-.21* 


♦  .15 

♦  .0^ 


-.OU 
♦  .2<< 


♦  .2? 


-.26 


-.1* 


3.30 
5.07 


3. 1^ 
5.?#^ 


3.59 
5.0q 


3.30 
5.19 


3.36 
5.^7 


6.91 

a.  32 


6.5r 

7.o^ 


3.«*ft 
5.2^ 


3.«*? 
5.«*5 


3.60 
5,<*<* 


3.  39 
5.37 


3.'*0 
5.2fl 


6.73 
B.69 


6.60 
«.5«* 


-.16 
-.21 


-.0* 
-.17 


-.01 
-.«»0 


-.OQ 
-.18 


-.0* 
♦  .19 


♦  .18 


-.02 
-.61 


1 1:  :i 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL ^-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.7 


CARROLL  COUNTY 


School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A.  General.     During  the  1972-73  school  ^^^^ '  ^^^J!^     , ^ 

p;rallel  activities  were  undertaken  to  ,f  ^j,J^^^°dates 

county  Public  Schools  would  respond  appropriately  ^o^^^^^^f  l-^. 
of  SeLte  Bill  #166,  which  now  appears        Section  2 8A    Article  tf/^ 
of  the  annotated  code  of  Maryland,  commonly  called    The  Maryland 
Accountability  Act," 

•  An  Accountability  Task  Force  representing  teachers, 
administrators,   students,  and  ^^^izens  was  created 
to  makeK:ertain  they  were  informed  of  the  Processes 
taking  place  and  to  serve  as  an  approval  group  for 
local  aStivities  required  at  system  and  school 
levels. 

•  The  Carroll  County  Testing  Committee  was  given  the 
assignment  to  recommend  a  testing  program  which_ 
would  be  compatible  with  the  State  accountability 
plan. 

•  Program  budgeting  accounting  procedures  were 
es?abUshed  to  enable  the  use  of  cost  analysis 
techniques  in  making  instructional  decisions. 
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^'      .   ^       Goal  Setting.     The  Superintendent  of  Schools  has 
Sxopif^r'^'^  required  statements  of  curricula  goalS  and  has 
f^H  5      .^•"''^Pu^^  ^°  develop  and  implement  goals  for  themselves 
and  for  their  schools.     When  the  Maryland  StaL  Department  Sf 

co^it^Ses^lSdif  Jhe^H^'^  ^%^"^^''  -^-^-^  and'^athlmat^L, 

JnT^i^;^      ^        the  direction  of  Supervisors  of  Language  Arts 

was  m^de'to  en^b^^Th'"''  ^^.^  J^^'--^  county  goals.  Iver'y  attempt 
la  n^ttL^    T^lt  professional  effort  of  this  school  system 

to^correspond  with  the  goals  for  children  established  by  the 

bilitv  Task^Fninri  sysj^rgoals  were  submitted  to  the  Accounta- 
^tt    ^     f  ajijiroval  and  then  presented  to  the  Suoer- 

intendent  and  Board  of Education  for  ratification.     The  prociss 
af  clarifying  expectations  into  goals  was  emphasized  in  1973-74. 


S:.^  Carroll  County  School  System  Goals.  .Based  upon  the  " 

bv  ^h^M      f Reading,  Writing  and  Mathematics ,   adapted  . 
dlvlTnJ^nl     .  °^  Education,  Carroll  County  has 

developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,   each  student  who  has  completed  the 
elementary,  middle  an<*  secondary  reading  program 
of  this  school  system  should: 

l.A.  Demonstrate  adequate  pre-reading  skills. 
l.B.  Demonstrate  an  adequate  sight  vocabulary. 

1.  e.  Demonstrate  adequate  word  attack  skills. | 

2.  A.  Demonstrate  adequate  language  development. 

2.B.  Demonstrate  his  ability  to  use  literal  comprehension 

SK 1 X  X  S • 

2.C.  Demonstrate  his  ability  to  use  interpretive  compre- 
hension skills.  - 

2.  D.  Demonstrate  his  ability  to  use  critical  comprehension 

SK 1 XxS . 

3.  A.  Select  appropriate  materials,  activities  arid  tech- 

niques. 

3.B.  Demonstrate  self-direction  by  working  independently. 


4. 

5. A 


Experience  personal  enjoyment  and  appreciation 
in  his  reading. 


Demonstrate  ability  '°  ^""5'^°",^?,=:^:=!  gaining 
rn^So^n!"aSS^rc:;i^?"r "a^a"u^ar..tanai?g  f c™. . 

c?f  action  and  development 
5.B.  Demonstrate  personal  use  of  leisure 

through  selection  of  materials  ana  use  oi 

t  ime . 

in  writing,  each  student  who  has  -^P^f  ^.f  |ehoo7 syste; 
middle  and  secondary  writing  program  of  this  scno 

should: 

1  A    Be  able  to  record  his  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his 

mechanics, 

,.B.  Be  able  to  £--ni||||^^^J^thoughts  a^  to 
!fv:rs'cf rsfgranfcoS^enriois  I.  rhetoric  and 
mech^inics. 

2  A    Be  able  to  wxlte^Ln  social  situations ,  observing 

accepted  contentions  of  writing. 

fitS^itoJ?  «irrvf„g%rcired%°onv:SS^is"Si  writing 


2.B.  Be  able  to 
2.C 


Be  able  to  write  in  a- scholastic  situation,  observing 
accepted  conventions  oS  writing. 

of  this  school  system  should  be  able  to. 

^w^io  and  definitions 

L^frifhS^ric-i^rodicio^ral^ebra,  and  element- 


ary  geometry. 


\ 
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1.  B.  Have  a  knowledge  of  facts,  symbols  and 

inol^gy  used  in  sin^ple  prc^babil^Jy ' a^^J:^"  . 
ti9^r  and  business  mathematics.  ^ 

.      2. A.  Perform  arithmetic  computations. 

2.  B.  Solve  simple  alaebraio  f^n,^^^-i^^         ^  ■ 

f      axyeuraic  equations  and  inequalities. 

2.  C.  To  perform  measurement  activities. 

3.  A.  Demonstrate  the  meaning  of  arithmetic  operation!. 
3.B.  Translate  words  into  symbols  and  symbols  into  words 

ti^n^lJ-?  L°  SpL^%%\^.^-  -  the  solu- 

"       ^'im  P^ocedLe.  to 

feog'n?ze^rL'?ns  ^T'^^^^  ^°  situations, 

4ata'aid  use  m:Sa?[::i'?e?'"''°""  ^^^^^ 
4ions.  raai^nematical  reasoning  to  make  deci- 

5.B.  Understand  and  produce  h^'^i  n  ^^^„  4- ■ 

fnd  indirect  mathematical  proofs  '  '^^^^^'-^ 

and  secondary  schools  havi\lllla^J°f^l     ""^^'^  ""^^^  elementary 
for  students  anid  teaSheJs     a  ctltlJ  ^J^^ructional  expectations 
to  catalog  performance  objeStJves  in  ^efi^  developed 
matics.     This  Work  involved  tpI^L      ^^^'^^^^ '  writing,  and  mathe-. 
supervisors  during  Se  s^er         1974  "^?;:;;i=^rators ,  and  designated 
of  these  objec3ives  and  bS  able  ^o  ?dS°? 

as  local  needs; require.  ^"^^  ^°  ^^^'^  °r  modify  them 

FORMAT  OF  OBJECTIVES   IN  MATHT.M...r.c 

Each  objective  in  this  set  includes  the 
following  three  components,    (1)  a  statlment 
win  pe^f^S;  °-  -nder  which  the  student 

studen^t1e\^or^JL^,%^^^T?rAn^t\^Lp^;-i-^ 

ap?o^r\a-S^:b^^-ti^:e-^  ^^L-L-^^^^^^^ 
Pie  criterion  item  for  each  Sjective^'i: 'in^LTd 
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OBJECTIVE  GEOMETRY  6,98,   1,   1 .      (Label  will 
be  used  for  categorizing  objectives  and 
relating  them  to  State  and  county  goals.) 

Given  the  terms  right  angle,  obtuse  angle, 
and  acute  angle,  the  student  will  draw 
representations  of  each.  (4/5) 

Sample  criterion  item  —  draw  a  right  angle, 
obtuse  angle,  and  acute  angle  and  label  each. 

The  set  of  objectives  at  th4:s  tlme^^  an  ini- 
tial effort  which  is  subject  to  continuous 
revision,  additions, and  deletions.     The  object- 
ives should  provide] teacher  direction  and 
guidance,  not  dictation  and  limitation. 

E  comments  on  the  Results  of  the  Assessment  Program.  The 

test  scores  are  at  or  above  the  norm ^ tor  Maryland.     The  tables 
summarizing  the  results  of  the  State  assessment  Program  are  valu-  - 
able  in  studying  relative  progress  of  a  grade  or  schocpl.  However, 
the  quality  of  a  school's  effort  cannot  be  inferred  simply  by  its 
test  scores.     Therefore,  the  results  obtained  for  the  Carroll 
County  Public  Schools  serve  as  base  line  data.     If  used  appro 
priately,   these  scores  should  provide  useful  information  to  help 
persons  gain  another  view  of  academic,  achievement. 

.    The  summary  data  do  not  present  as  valuable  a  tool  as 
needed  in  appraising  the  work  of  individual  students.     To  offset 
the  above  weakness,  the  use  of  an  item  analysis  is  necessary  to 
help  the  professional  staff  focus  on  strengths  and  needs  as  deter 
mined  by  ?he  testing  instrument.     This  will  help  persons  analyze 
how  closely  the  test  relates  to  a  school's  curricula. 

Local  analysis  of  test  results  shows  that  the  performances 
of  typical  pupils,  using  pupil  norms,  are  on  a  par  with  the  State 
and  Nation  in  all  grades.     When  building  and  system  averages  are 
used,  tie  county  is  at  the. lower  end  of  the  — ^^^^rLSon 
buildings  at  the  7th  and  9th  grades  when  compared  with  the  Nation. 

Building  and  system  averages  should  be  interpreted  with 
qreat  care.     Only  gross  domparisdns  are  possible.     State  summary 
la?f  can  be  utilized  to  rank  the  results  from  highest  to  lowest 
The  county  schools  are  on  a  par  with  other  schools  in  the  State  of 
Maryland, 

Here  again ,. district ,  building  and  grade  level  use  of 
the  item  analysis  of  the  test  results  will  help  persons  focus  on 
a  positive  use  of  an  assessment  plan  to  improve  instruction  for 
?he  individual  pupil.  The  county  subscribes  to  the  premise  that 
if eaSh  student  can  be  helped  to  improve  his/her  performance  in 
school,  the  overall  performance  of  the  total  school  system  will 
improve .  '  1  o  O 
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I'     ■  System/School  Goals  and  Program  Mod i  f  i  r-^^  i  ..r,o  coirmrp- 

^fSrr  P^^^"-;"?.  techniques  relate  to^he  management  Sf' a  syslZ- 

liltro'TT,'''^''  s^iUs^n^p^Ln?nr:;fe^:iua^?:i\ar.:eT^" 
n::ds°?f  be  for°eI:""''  °^  instruction 

hensive  PHn^L''°'^^^  "^""^^  ""^^  resources  in  conducting  a  compre- 

onVJ  r  ^^'i'^^tional  program  that  will  produce  students  who  can  not 
?s  positive"  the  survival  level  but  also  whose  ^e^f-SSncSpt 

opme^n°tirtAe  f nVfLd  geJSnd'^'  demonstrate  growth  and  devL- 

in  areas  otSer^^i^^n'  ^"P^^^i^°^y  staff  responsible  for  leadership  ' 
i  nr,^        other^than  reading,  writing  and  mathematics  are.  develoo- 
aZl  T  ^"'^  objectives.     For  example ,  a  proiSc?  to 

develop  skills  performance  check  lists  in  each  vocational  educa- 
tion area  was  started  during  the  Spring  of  1974      ObiSctives  fSr 

Le^ei?h'crlLr?on'i^'"''^^  ""'^  were^developed  thi^^^^:?  S 
use  witn  criterion  measures. 

The  Testing  Committee  is  beginning  to  study  the  use  of 

expeSCtionr^r^ll^'  '  ''^T  °J  — -tely'assessin^  performance 
expectations  m  all  areas  of  the  curriculum. 

•   .        ^  ^Public  Information  of  Results.     Keeping  the  public 
informed  has  been  a  paramount  concern  of  the  leadership  team  in 

schoorw?!!     h?"'^  Th"^''"  Schools.     The  State,   county  and  eac^ 
school  will  obtain  the  maximum  return  from  the  investment  in  this 
assessment  program  as  the  results  of  testing  are  reported  to  all 
who  need  the  information.     A  first  effort  has  bee^^o  repoJ?  test  ' 
results  to  students  and  their  parents.     Procedures  for  Jeportina 
were  recommended  by  the  Testing  Committee.  reporting 

^     ^-  there  has  been  a  need  to  explain  the  results  of 

the  testing  program  to  the  staff  who  have  responsibility  fSr  instruct- 
ion curriculum,  administration  and  pupil  services.     Meetings  ^ave 

dntr^bitedTi"'?  ""  ^"^^^^^^  °'  these  risufts  ^^re 

distributed  to  all  principals  and  supervisors-! 

Third,  ongoing  planning,    short  ^nd  long-range,  will 
better  relate  the  achievement  of  instructional  goals  ?S  financial 
accounting  systems.     This  assists  the  Board  of  Education  as  it 
establishes  a  policy  both  in  educational  and  budgetarj  matters. 

'  Finally,   the  accountability  program  will  keep  principal 

nn^?i;^  "r''  government  and  the  general 

public  ilnformed  of  progress  in  the  area  of  accountability 
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G  Unmet  Needs.     Much  needs  to  be  dqp  in  order  to  improve 

p;ograms  and  services"  for  students  ^^'^ ^^m^U'^J^ 
be  obtained  and  expended  to  purchase.^m^^erials  ^"'^^  ^^P^^^^f  ^ 
iL?o5J  areas  of  demonstrated  needs.     More  materials  are  needed 
io  faciU^ate  the  administration  of  the  county  testing  Program 
Sore  resources  are  needed  to  analyze  test  results  ^^J^^^.^ 
pupil  should  be  assigned  a  unique  pupil  number  so  that  I  fl^lf/^ 
to  obtain  growth  scores  can  be  developed.     Money,   time  and  staff 
w?lf be  neLssary  to  select,  purchase  and  ^^^^^^P 
of  performance  expectations  and  criterion  "measures  J^J^^^^^J^ 
need  to  be  developed  to  measure  the  degree  to  which  performance 
expectations  and  criterion  measures  have  been  realized. 

Long-range  educationa^l  planning  must  evolve  from  an 
effort  which  will  require  a  comprehensive  ">f^^ement  approach^ 
Rndaetina  for  the  instructional  program  is  a  continuous  process. 
AnoSationS  of  funds  will  depend  on  how  clearly  goals  are  identi- 
fied- 

The  State  Accountability  Assessment  Program  helps  the 
county  view  itself  in  comparison  with  other  counties  in  Maryland. 
SopefLly  the  information  will'  generate  support  from  the  public 
as  we  continue  to  educate  our  students.  ^ 
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.  CARROLL  C(?UNTY 
TABLE  1. 


COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC   SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE*' 


*•     COMMUNtTY  CHARACTFIlI<;Tir<; 


(1) 

(2  ) 

(3) 

TOTAL 

MEDIAN 

PERCENT 

POPULATION 

FAMILY 

DI SAfiVANTAGED  - 

INCOME 

SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

69»006 

$10,  20<V 
f 

19.7 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF   AOE   OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

10.0 

10.7 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS     (AS  OF   SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLLMEW^ 

(7) 

-  AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(81 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS  ' 
TEACHING 
EXPER lENCE 

.  \  

( 10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR  - 
EXPERIENCE 

10, ^^^^2 

$9,978 

$17,613 

0.5 

20.3 

( 11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR.  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF  ^ 
RATIO- 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

12.6 

19.  0 

94.9 

C-  « FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS       (FOR  1972-1973   SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERtENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$926.45 

$604. 70 

74.1 

-$20.47 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSED 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CCNT^AL  OFFICE) 

(  19  ) 
PER  PUPIL 

Pupil  person- 
nel SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL  ' 
SERVICES 

3.1 

$6.20 

0.7 

►SEE  APPENDIX  A   FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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CARROLL  COUNTY 


TAT^IF  2  NONVERBAL  ABI  LI  TY  '  ( A  VERA(^  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL^^^  ACHI EVEMENT  HrADE  EQUIVALENCE), 

BY  SKILL  AR^AS 


«  OP  9/30/73.  AflJUSTEIi  TO  .NCLUM  NONG«ADED  CUSSE^.  '  -  ^  ., 

FOR  -SKILL. AREA, 


'  0  9' 
J  1 J 
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CARROLL  COMNTY 
'c  .  TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AG^. SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT:  (GRADE.  EQUIVALENCE), 

BY  SRILL  ARt^-r'"    \  • 

(COjvpriNUEDJ  ' 


SKILL 
AREAS 

GRADE  , 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  4* 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLs 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD  , 
AGE- 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SDJ 

( 7 ) 

AVERApE 
GRADE*^ 
EQUIVALENCE-^ 
(GE)  t+ 

(8 ) 

STANDARD 

'""IJEVJATION  . 

(6) 

language' 

USAGE 

3 

1440 

98.40 

16 

103.8  * 

15.94 

3.95 

1.38 

'  5 

'  1486 

98.25 

10 

104.6 

15.22 

5.62 

1.73  ' 

7. 

•V 

1481 

^7.10 

7 

102.8 

14.15 

7.2B 

 \  

1.99 

9 

1468 

87.26 

4 

107..  1 

14.96 

8.52 

f 

LANGUAGE 
>  TdTAL 

3. 

1440  ^ 

98.40 

16 

103.8 

15.94 

4.26 

1.21 

V      *  5 
A  

.  1486 

98.25 

10 

^^-r-^  

104.6  ' 

^  15.22 

5.82 

*  •> 
1.52 

7    •  ^ 

14>1  ' 

•  97.10  • 

7 

102.8 

14.15; 

7.22 

1.72' 

9 

1468 

87.26 

4 

107.1 

*  14,96 

8.73 

k' 

1.95 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

3  ■ 

1440 

98.40 

16 

103.8 

15.94  ^ 

3.88 

0        -  •• 

.93 

5 

1486 

98.25 

10 

104.6 

15.22 

6.03 

1.43' 

7 

1481 

^7.10 

7 

102  .  8 

14.15 

7.81 

1.62  . 

9 

1468 

87.26 

1 

.4                :  107.1 

14.96 

9.45  *  . 

1.74 

3  .. 

1440 

98*40 

—  1  !- 

1  - 

16            I  103.8 

15.94 

fx  >  

\ 

\  3.78 

1.09 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

 4  

1486 

98.25 

10 

^  104.6 

15*22 

5.63 

l;36 

7 

1481 

97.10 

7 

'  102.8 

l,4;i5 

1.61 

9 

1468 

87.26 

4 

107.1 

14.96 

9*r2 

-^1*.68 

3 

1440 

98.40  . 

- 16 

,  i03.A 

15.94 

3.84 

•  95 

MAtHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

1486 

98.25 

10 

^  ^  . 

104.6 

15.22 

5.83 

'  1.33 

•7 

1481V 

^  1 
97.10 

1.  7. 

102.8 

 •■1^^.15 

7.60 

^  9 

1468 

.  8'?J26  , 

"4 

107.1 

14.96 

9.33  4 

^  1^61 

*  AS.iy  9/30/73f  Adjusted  to  include  nongraded  classes. 

*♦  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DiVipED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED        A  P^RCEn/agE. 

.t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  (SA^)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1,  1971  EDITION. 
V    THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES        5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  100|  NATIONAL  SD  -  16^   •  - 

t+  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE  (GE)  DERIVED  FROM  IOWA  TES,TS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MEANS  IN  THE 
MATIONAL  NORH  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  T,  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  5.7,  7.7,  AND  9.4,  VARYING  SLIGHTLY 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  ,  . 
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'(CHARLES  CARROLL  -  TANEYTOWN, MID) 

TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  ' 


1 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
. ZATJON 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

Percent 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

"  TOTA.L 

.NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9)  I 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  - 

PERCENT 
D'ISAD- 

VAN— 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME- 

(S)  . 

(12) 

TEACHER 

(5)  1 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

Iadmin. 

1  (8) 

CHARLES  CARROLL' 

K-4 

271 

20.1 

95,4 
« 

12.5 

1.0 

5.9 

9.0 

14. a  ^ 

4.9 

10.2 

EAST  EWD  PRIMARY 

272 

17.5 

96.0 

15.0 

0.5 

15.1 

40.0 

19.3 

7.0 

11.1 

9495.0 

ELDERSBURG 

K-5 

111 

21.6 

95.6 

34.0 

2.0 

7.5 

12.6 

a. 3 

4,4 

10.4 

11397.0 

ELHER  A  WOLFE 

436 

19.4 

96.7 

21.5 

1.0 

9.4 

31.0 

4.4 

11.1 

10.1 

a939.0 

FREEDOM  DISTRICT 

K-5 

733 

20.9 

96.3 

34  .i2 

1.0 

7.5 

zi.a 

2.9 

•2.1 

11.6 

'll23a?0 

HAMP! 

I 

MANCHESTER 


pstea: 

\ 


778  23.9  96.6  '30^.^5  2.0 
90i        23.^4      96.6  36.5  2.0 


MECHANICSVJLLE 
MOUNT  AIRY'  ELEM 


ROBERJ  HOTON  PRIM 

SANDYMOUNT 

TANEYTOWN 
UN  I  ON TOWN 
WEST  END  PRIMARY 


WILLIAM  WINCHESTER 


WINFIELD 

EAST  MIDDLE  » 

MOUNT  AIRY  MIDDLE 
N^W**1^DS0R 


K-5 


5-8 


5-a 


419  25.2  -95.6 

633  20.7  96.0 

302  18.2  96.1 

407  24.7  96.7 

521  23.1  96.1 

1'49  19.9  95.4 

117  la.O  95.^ 

687  23.3  96. 4\ 

443  '  21.7  96.3 


15.6  1.0 

29.6  1.0 

15.6  ,  1.0 

15.5  1.0 

-^21.5  1.0 

6.5  1.0 

6.0  0.5 

27.5  2.0 

"X9.4  1.0 


1012         19.1      96.0  50.0  3.0 


552         19.4-     95.7  ^^27.0 


1.5 


539         19.3  96.2 


26.0  2.0 


SYKESVILLE 
TANEYTOWN  MIDDLE 


41.0  2.0 


6-a  830         19.3  95.4 

^"^  ^89         la.l      95.1  25.0  2.0 


6.6  18.0  6.1  7.8  '  10.8  10571.0 

10.3  10.1  9.1  a. 7  10.2  10058.0 

8.3  24.0  24.1  5.1  10.9  10302.0 

'•^  «-0  3.3  9.4  11.0  10571.0 


8.6  .  9.5 

12.5  20. Q 

11.5  29.0 

5.5  39.0 


9.0 

o.d 

8.9 


7.6  40.0 

6.7  24.5 


6.7 
7.7 
3.4 

8.2  6.0  10.8 
8.5      12.5  17.0 

7.3  '20.3  15.8 

9.8  14.5  17.9 

6.9  10.5  11.6 
6.3      29.5  14.8 


3.8 
8.7 
8.7 
9.8 
6.8 
6.S 
6.9 

5.2 


^^6 


9.7 


11.5  11458.0 

10.9  10373.0 

9.8  9167.0 

.10.3  9803.0 

11.0  9318.0 

11.0  10482.0 

11.1  11035.0 

11.0  10373.0 

11.0  10739^,0 

10.2  9153.0 


3.3  •  io.8  11297,0 
^•9  9.8  91L70.Q 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(CHARLES  -CARROLL  -  TANEYTOWN  MID)  .  .        •  . 

TABLE  4/    RELATI.ON  OF  AC.HIEV6WENT  TO  ilARYLAND  NORMs',  Vy  /  SKI  LL 
TABLE  4.     RELAl|UN^u^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  , 

CARROLL  co:;hty  CqNTfiOULED+  V 

SCHOOL  SYSTtM  /  '  f  <;  *  «  / 

 ..:;.vr..-v-—   •   

VOCAnULARY  '  READING  COHPREHtNSION     -        LANGUAGE  TOTAL        '      MATHEMATICAL  TOT»L.^ 

SC.»CL...  .KAOE  A.RAGE  AVERAGE    MART.      0..R.  AVERAGE    MART-  ^^^^     ^  ^^^^  ^ 


SAS 


  y  pj.  QE  NORM 

GE         Nt)RM  GE     ,  ^NQRM 


CHARLES  CAHROLL  ' 

3 

9S.0 

3,62 

3.3ft' 

4.26 

3.69 

3.a3' 

♦  ^26 

4.13 

3.^9 

♦  .34 

3.49 

^,51 

->02 

EAST  two  PiUMAHY 

3^ 

93,9 

3.2^ 

3.16 

* 

4.q6 

3,20 

^.20 

o 

♦  .oo. 

3.53 

■4. 

3.S8 

-.05  ' 

3«21 

3.30 

*-\ff9 

ELOERSnUR'»  ^ 

3 
5 

102, a 
100,7 

3.77 
5.17 

3.66 
5.15 

♦  .11 

♦..02  , 

3,7<^  ' 
5,30 

3»73 
5^22 

♦  .01 

♦  .08 

«».?0 
5.34  • 

X  '■ 

4.08  . 
5.49 

♦  .12' 
-.15  . 

3.67 
5.36  * 

3 .76  . 
5.52  . 

_  no 

ELMEH  l\  WOLFE 

3 

100,6 

3.97 

•3.50 

♦  .«*7  • 

3 ',82 

3.59 
• 

♦  .23 

*4'.  55 

3.95 

♦  .40 

4.03  . 

3.63 

♦  .40 

■  * 

FMEEOOM  OIliTHlCT 

3 

b 

107,1 
109,B 

U,26 
6.05 

3.9«* 
5.81- 

♦  .3? 

4,05 
6,02  _ 

u.ou 

S.9d 

♦  .ot 

♦  .12 

4.45  « 
6.40 

4.37 
6.08 

♦  .0/  ^ 

♦  .32 

4. do 

6.24 

3.99 
6.10 

♦  .01 

hampstfao • 

5 

idu.B 

10U,6 

3.91 
b.51 

3.77 
5.39 

4.12 

3,97  , 
5,59 

3.87 
5.U9 

'  ♦.lO 
♦  .10 

4.U1 

4.22 
5.72  ' 

♦  .19 

♦  .13 

3^87 
5.8? 

3.86 

;.74 

*  ♦.01 
♦  .08  . 

'  MAfjCHLSTEK 

3 
5 

1U5*9 
101,6 

3.75 

ix.u2 

w 

.  3.81 
5.15 

.  -.06 
♦  .27 

3,90 
5<73 

3.92 
.  5.2U 

-.02  ^ 
♦  .49 

*4 .  ?4 
5. 61 

4 . 26» 
'5.52 

-.02 
♦  .09 

3.78  ^ 
5.88 

3.91 
*  5.54 

-.13 
♦  .34 

MLCHANlCSVlLLt 

3 

102, S 

u.oi 

3.65 

4.36 

3,86 

3.73 

».?8 

4.08 

♦  .20 

3.86- 

3.71* 

'  ♦.U 

MOUNT  AlR^r  ELEM 

3 

b 

1U5,5 
107,3 

3.72 
b.57 

3.82 
5.59  . 

3,7^ 
5,73 

3.92 
5.69  . 

-.21 
♦  ,04 

4.14  • 
K.«^2 

4.26 
5.90 

- .  1? 
-.08 

3 . 86 
5'.72 

•«i,90 
5.93 

-,0<^ 
.  -.21 

ROrtEHT  MOTON  PHIM 

3 

108,7 

u.ui 

U,03 

4  .38 

U,64 

i 

u.iu 

♦  .50  ^ 

4^86 

4.4t 

• 

♦.41   .  « 

'4.33 

4.07 

♦  .26 

samoymouni 

3 

A06,9 

U.02 

3.90 

4.12 

U,09  * 

U.Ol 

♦  .08 

4.80 

i 

U.34 

♦  .46 

4'.  24 

3.97 

-  ♦,27- 

TAriEVTOHN 

3 

102,1 

3. S3 

3,57 

■■ ,  lyu 

3  70 

3.67" 

♦  #03 

3.93^ 

M.03  ^ 

-.1,0 

3.6fr 

3.70 

-•04 

UNIWTOWN 

10U,7 

3.81 

*  4  .06 

^  3.09 

H.63 

4.20  •  . 

3.99 

3.(\5 

.♦,14 

wt>cT  Prtn  P.iIMARY 

3 

iOH,8 

3.75 

3.78 

-.o:t 

3,70  • 

3.88  , 

-a8 

3.75 

4.23 

-.48 

3,95 

3.85 

'♦.lo 

WILLIA»«  Wl  <CHtSTEH 

3 

105,2 

•  3.93 

.3.80 

*^\^ 

3.93 

,^i90* 

.  ^.03 

4^ -^4 

-.4.24 

♦  .10 

.  3.83 

«  3.88 

-.05 

tflNFULU 

S 
b 

101,8 
10H,3 

3.62 
5.57 

4  .00 

4.15 

3,67 

^  3.70 
5.50 

-103  . 
r.05 

,  3.«19 
5.«9  ■ 

a  .04* 
.  5.71 

-.05 
^  -.2? 

3.75 
5.78 

.  3.72 
5.7U 

♦  .03 

♦  .04 

EMST  n'.IODLt 

7 

103,6 
101,3 

&.UU 
7.23 

4.10 

♦  .^20 

/' 

5.S2 
/7.39 

/■ 

5^fi^ 
7.00 

♦  .09 

♦  .39 

5. •^5 
>.09 

5.65 
7.07 

-.10 
♦  .0? 

b.8p 
7.47 

5.68 
7.31 

*  ^.12 
♦  ,16 

•  MOUNT  <MRY  MIOULE' 

'i 

100,7 

7.19 

7,29 

6.94 

♦  .35 

7,M2 

7.03 

♦  .OP  ^ 

' 7.61' 

7.26 

♦  .3S 

2 

NL«4  «<I'1pSu»< 

S 
7 

10^,2 

io«*,u 

b,14' 
6.99 

5.15 
>  7.27 

/^.Ol 
'-.28 

6,35 
7,08  . 

5.27 
7.31 

♦  •08 
-.23 

s.se 

7.?7 

5.53 
7.33 

♦  .0*^ 
-.06 

5.50 
7.?9 

5.56 
7.66 

-.06 
-.37 

sykesvilUl 

7 

l'U3,l 

7.38 

7.>^ 

/ 

♦  »5*0 

7,28 

7.20 

♦  .U8 

7.12  . 

7.27 

-.15 

.  7.48 

7.55 

-»'.07 

TANEY  TOWN  r-tlOOLt 

5f 
7 

10<»,7 
102,9 

\ 

b.?8 
6«A0 

,  *i.29 
7.13 

-.01 
-.53 

5,62 
.7,09 

5.41 
7.18 

-.09 

•i.76 
6#71 

5.71 
7.23 

♦  .0«i. 
-.5? 

'5.80 
7.30 

5.73 
7.57 

♦;o7 

-.27 

.  SEE  CHAP^F.  SECTION  *.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASJEMSK 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFrtENCE"  SCORES-  , 
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. JCHARLES  CA'RRQLL      TAMEYTOWN  MID)'  . 

»  TABLE-  RELAt!0N  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO. MARYLAND  NORMS.  l?Y  c^ni 

.  J?!i^^.yiI^  ^°LV.^^?A,L_  ABILITY  iN^Lc^SEciNOM I c'sTa'tUS 


'CAHRPU.  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED^ 


V 


SCHOOL  NAH^ 

CHARLLS  CARROLL 
EAST  EHO  PUIMAHY 
ELfEHSHURfc 

.  ELmEH  a  teOLFE 
FMLEOOt'  01  STRICT 


KA'PSTFAO  r 
MA.jCMESTEH 


MEcHAAiICSVILLE 
MOUNT  AIRY  tLtM 


EAST  MIUOLt 

MOUNT  AIRY  fllUbLE 
NEhf.  to  I  NOSOii 

SYKESVILLE  ' 


 *  -:;fr""^^:^   

VOCABULARY  .  READING  COMPREHENSION 


\,  ]^  r  .   i-«nwu«wt   luiAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOtai 

QL'     NORM  BE        nSSS  nr        hiSS  .         LAND  EMCE 


SE  NORM 


^  9A,0  3,62 
«5      93,9,   '  3,22 


3,m 

3,15' 


♦.21  9  3,69' 
♦  ■07  3,20L' 


S  iSu"?  2'73f  ^'^  ^♦^^'^  3,71. 
S>     100,7        5^Vr  Q       S,23      :-.0f,  5,30 


3.«l.7 
3.20 


3,79 
5,29 


♦  ,00 


-,05 
♦  ,01 


4.13 
3,53 


<*.?0 


•5     1U0,6    ,  3,97 

✓ 

i    107,1  ^ 

&     109,8  6,05 

3  I0«»,fl 
^  10<*,6 


3,91 
5,51 


^  lUb,9 
&  101,6 


3,75 
54<»2 


3,58 


(I.OO 
6.01 


5,56 


3,92 
5,30 


3,82 


♦  ,39 

a, 05 

♦  .ni»  6.02 

♦,06  V  3,97 
-,ns,  '  5,59 


3.6U         ♦,!»  M,^5 


-,17 
♦  ,1? 


3,90 
5,73 


4,07 
6,03 


3,92 
5,61 


3,99 
D,37 


-,02 
-,01 


U,M5 
6. MO 


^.05  ,  M.m 
-.02  "S.HS 


-.09 
♦.36 


5.61 


3     lu2,&  4,01 


3,70         ♦^i         3,a6  3,77         +,09  H,Pfi 


3  105, b 
5  107,3 


3,72 
5,57 


3.90 

5.79  .-.22 


Rv.jEhT  MO  Ton  Ph  IW 

sanoymount  .  . 

TAi^tYTOwM 
UNlONTOdfU 
rft!,,!  chO  PRIMARY 
WILLIAM  WI.JCHE5TER      J  X0b,2 
<^lf4PlEL0 


^    108,7  k,ni 

■■  t      . . 

3     106,9  •  I»,n2 

3     102,1  J, 53 

J     104,7  3.81 

•>     104, ft  3,75 
3.Q3 


3  »  I0l,«  •  3.62 
d     104,3  5,57 


'-i  103,6 
/  101,3 


5,44 
7,23 


4,  JU 
3,99 

l,fl4 

3,88 


3,66 
5,54 


'5,4tt 
6,96 


♦  ,3] 

♦  .03 


3.71 
5.73 


4.64 
4,09 


-.10  >  3,70 

-.^03  4,12 

-.in  3,70 

».0b  3,93 


-,04 
♦  ,03 


T.04 
♦  ,27 


3,67 
5,45 


^,52 
7,39 


3.97 
5.83 


4.18 

.4.06 
3.74 
3.91 

a,.  9^ 

3.95 


3.72 
5.^8 


5.53 
6.99 


-.26 

-.in 


4.14 
S.^2 


^■46  4.^8 
♦.03  4. HO 
-.04  '■.fl3 
♦.21  i»,63 
3,75 
-.02  4,-^4 


-,05 
-.13 


5,09* 
5.49 


.01 


5,55 
♦.40  7.09 


7     100*7  7,19 


ft.fl9        +,30  7,29 


6.93        .♦,36  7,12 


b  102,2 
f  104,4 


bri4 
6,99 


5,36 
7,30 


7    103, r      .7»38'  7,16  "  "+,2? 


TANEYTOWH   IJODLE      .    a    lO^f.T  5.2u 
7     102,9  6,60 


0,57 
7.13 


-,29 
-,53 


5,35 
7.08 

7.21 


5,62 
7,09 


5,42 

,07 

5,58 

7,30 

.22 

.7,17 

•11  , 

7,12 

r-. 

5,62 

♦  , 

00 

5,76 

7,15 

06 

ft.  71, 

3.83 
3.57 


<f.l2 
5.47 


J.  99 


'4.39 
6. 16 


^4.25 
5.77 


4.32 
5.54 


4.11 


4.29 
5.97 


4.49 
4.38 
4.08 
4.24 
i».25 
4.27 


♦.30  3.49 
-.04  3.21 


♦.08  3.67. 
-.13  5.36 


3.52! 
3.30 


3.79 
5.51 


-.03 
-.09 


-.12 
-.15 


♦.3^        4.03  3.67  f.se 


♦.06  4.00 
♦.24  6.24 


♦.1^-  3.87 


.08 


-.08 
♦  .07 


5.82 

3.7a 
0.^<V 


4.02 
6.19 


3.90 
5.80 


3.9fi 
5.58 


-.02* . 
♦  .05 


-.03 
♦  .02 


-.18 
♦  .30 


♦.17  3.8f, 


-.15 
-.15 


3.86 
S.72 


♦•39  n,33 

♦.4?  n,24 

-.15  3.66 

♦.S''  3.99 

-.50  3. 05 

♦•07  3.83 


4.06 
5.75 


^.69 
7.07 


7.02 

5.59 
7.34 

7.23 


5.78 
7.21 


*^fl7  3,75 
-.2fr  5.78 


-.14  5.8^ 
♦.0?  7.47 


'2. 


*    IclXlno^ll^^^^^^^^^  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (*, 


3.77  ♦.09 


3.93 

6  .,00 


4.11 
4.01 

a.  75 

3,89v 

3.90 

3.92 


3.73 
5.78 


5.73 
7.27 


♦  .10 

7.61 

7.21 

-.01 
-.07 

5.*50 
7.29 

5.62 
7.5ft 

-.11 

7'.  48 

7.4IJ 

-.0?  ' 
-.50  ' 

5.80 
7.30 

5.81 
7.42 

-.07 
-.28 


♦  .22 

♦  .23 
-.09 

♦  .10 

♦  .05 
-.09 


♦  .02 

♦  .00 


♦  .07 

♦  .20 


♦  .40 


-.12 
-.27 


.04 


-  -.01 
-.12 
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ERIC 


(WESTMINSTER  WEST  -  WESTMINSTER) 


•JABljE  3*  •  SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNiTY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHDDL'  RESOURCES 
.PROFILE*   '  .  •  • 


4 

PERCENT 

'<7  ' 
• 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER  IS 

SCHOOL 

AGE.  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGAN'I-^ 

TOTAL" 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
.  (2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA-  > 

MEDIAN  • 
F  AM  FLY 

■  V 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
(3?) 

TEACHER 
(&) 

ADMIN* 
(6) 

TiXCHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

DEGREE 
OR  AlOVE 

(9)  ' 

'  AfAN-  ^ 
TAGED 
(10)  ' 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
it) 
(12) 

WESTMINSTER  WEST 

5-% 

-  1157 

19,6 

95.5 

56.0 

3. a 

22.3 

22.0 

7.0 

10.9 

* 

10096.0 

FRANCIS  SCOTT  KEY  SR 

9^X2 

960 

19.4* 

93.0  - 

^6.5.. 

3.0  ; 

8.7 

15.3 

20^.2 

10.3 

10.0 

9165.0 

NORTH  CARROLL  SR  JR  , 

7-X2 

1257 

19.6 

9<V.2 

61.0 

3.0 

8.2  • 

17.^ 

23.^ 

9.3 

10.5 

10151.0 

^        SOUTH  CARROLL  SR 

.  9-X2 

1583 

20.3 

92.2 

:?5.o 

3.0 

7.0 

19.0 

2^.3  , 

5.7 

» 

10.9 

11075.0 

WESTMINSTER  HldH 

9-12 

2109 

20.9 

92.9 

96.0 

5/0 

8.9 

18.6 

^30.7  , 

6.6 

10.9 

10223.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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ERIC 


(WESWINST^R  WEST  *-  'wESJMIJ^St'eR) 


CAflROULCOUNTT 
SCHOOL  SfSTEM 


r  vV^,  ■=  '/  DPI  ATThM  np  fiGHlEVEMENT  to  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  .SKILL 
.1  -  AREAS. ^SlTH'  NoSvE^iAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  ... 

:       CONTROLLED*    v"  .    -  ■   *       .     '  •     '  > 

.  ^  ,       SKILL  A«AS   


ftEAOJNi  qoMPWHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


yWrARULABY 

"  *uroArc  DIFFFR-  aVEPAGE  '  MARY-      OlFFCR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OTFFER- 

SCHOOL  .MME   ^  .  GR*OE  AVERAGE  AVERA(^E    MaRY-  ^  UIFFEo-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MJ^        ^^^^  ^^^^ 


bAS 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  tOiTAL 

QTFF 
E*iCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


WtSTMItlSTEn  ^^tST         5    1 0^.0 
FRANCIS  SCOTT  KEY  SR  9  i03,9\ 


NORTH  CARHj^LL  &ff  JR  .  7  iU|.7 


&«7e 
7.^9 

•I 


7.26 
ft.  62 


SOUTH  CAHHOLL  S^t  9  10».» 

igtSTMIMSfti*  HIuH         9    10B,9  9*17 

1.  r!>—  •  " 

t    SIC  CHA^TW  >f  .SICTION  J'l'^ 

ACCOMMNYINO  -DlFFenlNCB"  SCOWS. 


7.28 


d.S9 


7.1? 
d.56 


9.1? 
9.1* 


^,•30 
♦  •21 

6.00 
7.6« 

5.50 
7.31 

♦  .H2 

♦  .37 

6.'SH 
7.75 

5.60  " 
7.33 

♦  .5H 

♦  .H2 

6.09 

6. On 

•i.63 
7.62 

♦  •26 

♦  .36 

-.30 

A, 62 

•  .69 

"  -.07 

6.61 

-.37 

6.06 

6«93 

♦  •03 

A' 

♦  .06 

7fc39 

7.15 
A. 57 

♦  .2» 

♦  .27 

7.13 
ft.  ^3 

7.21 
6.56 

-.06 
-.23 

7.70 
9.16 

7.50 
6.63 

♦  *20 

♦  .33 

-,2M 

A. 96 

9.26 

-.2fl 

A.7A 

9.U 

-.33 

9.?6 

9.U6 

-.20 

♦  »03 

Q.3H 

9.2H 

♦  .10 

O.OB 

9.06 

♦  .02 

9.6:^ 

9.H2 

♦  .21 

F  TWMS 

uses  AND 

eXFLANATION  OF  ASTERISK 
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(WESTMINSTER  WEST  -\eSTMINSTER  ) 


VEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKIL,|l 


TABLE  5.  RELAnON^ 

AREAS, ^TH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  ."sOC  I-OEC'ONOMjc'iTATUS 
STATISTiVlY  controlled*  ^UNumt  STATUS 


SKILL  AREAS  -  •  .  *  ^ 


VOCABULAHY 


. READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANfcUACE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


cr  r^oRH 


SAS 


LAND  ENCE 
9C  NOKM 


LAND  ENCr 
f't  NORM 


LAND  e»iCE 
or  NORM 


WtsrimSTEM  WLST 

b 
7 

106,0 
10(»,S 

b,7fl 
7,1*9 

5,68 
7,31 

♦  ,10 
«,1^ 

6,00 
7,60 

5.72 
7.31 

♦  .20 

♦  .37 

7.75  ' 

5.87 
7.35 

♦  .l#7 

♦*>»o 

6.09 
0.00 

5.«4 
'7.57 

♦.la  * 

♦  .H3  . 

FRANCIS  SCOTT  kEY  SR 

9 

T 

103,9 

8,29 

-,5? 

0,62  ^ 

8.66 

-.01* 

^.70 

8.92 

♦  .0« 

m>Tu  CAHMJLL  SH  JH 

7 

9 

102,7 
102,9 

7,26 
8,62 

/.u 
a.70 

♦  ,15 
-,0|i 

7,39 

0,0H 

7.13 
8.bi« 

^',it 

7.t3 
0.^3 

7.19 
0.6^ 

-.06  * 
-.27 

7.70 
9.16 

7. Mo 

0.0r  ^ 

♦.30 
♦  .35 

SuulH  CAKKuLL  SH 

10A,9 

0.91 

9,30 

-,»»7 

0,98 

9.25 

-.27 

«.78 

9.19 

9.26 

9.«I6  ^ 

-•20 

«rCsTM|t|bTL.«  HICih 

9 

10^,9 

'  9,17 

9,3'» 

-,?1 

9,3i# 

9.25 

♦  .09 

9.08 

9.  '9 

-.It 

9.63 

').*»6 

♦  .17^ 

*    *lMS.^*N^"G^•.Dt?^^i?:lc^;'^SC0^«.""''''V°''^        "-"^  explanation  of  ASTE.liK  (., 
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..LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVELr-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.8  tECIL  CC«3NTY         *  ^ 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 
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A,  '       Goal  Setting  Activities,     The  Maryland  Accountability  Law 
gives  legal  mandate  to  the-  moral  commitment  that  the  Cecil  County 
Public  School  System  ha6  always  felt  for  the. academic  achievement 
of  its  youth.     In  response  to  this  law,  the  Maryland, State  Board 

of  Education  has  approved  broad,  general  goals  in  Reading,  Writing 
and  Mathematics.     The  Cecil  County  Public  School  System  used  these 
State  goals  as  a  frame  of  reference  within  which  to  establish  local 
system  goals,        '  ^ 

B.  Cecil  County  Public  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 
State-Wide  Ooals  in>  Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics,  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Cecil ' County ^has  developed 
the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading/  each  Cecil  County  student  who  has  achieved  ^ 
.  the  objectives  for  Reading  established  by  the  local  school  should: 

I'.A,  Identify  his  own  purposes  for  reading. 

l.B.  Select  reading  materials  to  meet  his  own'  personal 
and  academic  needs,  '  *  ' 

2{]0     '  -  .  " 
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maKr?a?^^^K^?H°^  ^  spectrum  of  reading  ' 

materials,  both  print  and  nonprint."  ^ 

2. A.  Identify  and  employ  five  strategies  for  word  re.na 
.  ,        '  ^L.^^:  structural,  l^rTtZt  InT'' 

'  -X      2.B.  Recbgn^ize  instantaneously  a  number  of  words 

•     ?Ien?Si1b.ronr'%"^"-  '^"^^  £imui?anf ously 

ioSabilLy^^^^.^^"^^"  meanings^ for  this  sight  / 

•      .  knoSTSdge!^^"''^'';"^         increasing  his  vocabulary 

3.A.  D^l^erm'ine  the  literal'  meaning  of  rp^ding  materials. 

;    •  ^-"th-e-ffi^  ' 

'''''■^^  ^^^^^'J^^  reading  materials  ' 

.Of  the  Som^Jiica^ibn.     ^  creatively  about  the  intent 

4 -A-  Follow  directions.    .      .  -  , 

'4.B.  Locate  ^references.    ^  ' 
*4.C.  Gaiqt  inSorroationl 
.      4.D.  Understand  forms.-  •  V 

4.  E.- Attain  personal  .development. 

5 .  A.  Read  for  his  personal  information  and  enjoyment. 
'  •  rladi^rhab'it.^"  development  of  the 

tne  objectffel^.?-  ^^^^^  behoof 

?f3iSas''fov'h?.P''°^^""  ^°  his  thoughts  and 

^     *     of  writina.     .^on^ol!  J^'  accepted  conventions 

201 
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'•V-       ■•■  •        ■  /-i-^^:^  . 

.        -        2. A.  Demonstrate  his  afeility  to  perform  writing  tasks 

required  in  social  situations,  using  approprxate  . 
mechanics,  organization,  development  and  form.  - 

2.B.  Demonstrate' his  ability  to  perform  writing  tafks 
'  required  in  business  and  vocational  situations, 

using  appropriate  mechanics,  organisation,  develop- 
ment and  form.  , 

•  *<  ,  ■  » 

2.  C.  Demonstrate  his  ability  to  perform  writing  tasks 

required  in.  scholastic  situations,  using  appropriate 
mechanics,  organization,  development  and  form. 

3.  A.  Recognize  the  importance  of  writing  to  meet, -a. 

,  variety  of  personal  and  social  needs.  - 

3.B.  Use  t\ie  writing  process  to  fulfill  personal  and 
,  social  needs.  ^  '  .'<,*." 

ft 

*  B.C.  Derive  satisfaction  from  his  writing. 

In  Mathematics ,  each  Cecil  County  student  who  has 
achieved  the  objectives  for  Mathematics  established  by  the  local 
school  should-:  '  • 

♦  1. A.  Demons ti;ate  the  ability  to  recall  mathematical 

definitions. 

1.  B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  identify  mathematical 

symbols.  ' 

i;C.  Demonstrate. the  ability  to  recall  mathematical  facts. 

2.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  the  operations 

of  addition,  subtraction,  multiplicatioh,  and 
division  with  respect  to  the  rational  numbers. 

2.B.  Demonstrate ^ the  ability  to  use  graphs ,  charts, 
tables  and  ineasurin^  instruments  • 

2.C*  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  algebraic 
manipulations. 

*  "       .  * 

2.D.  Demonstrate  the  ability ^to  make  geometric; construc- 
tions ^and-perform  geometric  manipulations. 

'    3. A.  D^onstrate- an  understanding  of  .the  concepts  associ- 
ated with  place  values,  number  systems,  sets,  v/hole 
numbers,  fractions,  decimals,  percent,  ratio, 
proportion ,  and  measurement . 

Vv. 
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t.B.Cemonstrate. an  understanding  of  the  process  and 

•  ^JS^Sf.';^^-  ^f'^^^^itibn,  subtraction,  multiplication, 
ahd  division. with  respect  to  the  rational  numbers. 

3.C.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  concepts  associ- 
-      ated  with  the  use  of  graphs,  charts,  tables,  and 
measuring  instruments.  '.         r  ^ 

3.D.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  algebraic  and-  - 
.geometric  concepts. 

3.  E.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  make  thg ' following  types 
of  translations:  •  vjtf'^o 

verbal  to  mathematical 
mathematical  to  verbal 
mathemati>cal  to  mathematical 
mathematical  to  physical 
^  physical  to  mathematical* 

verb^al  to  veaibal  • 

4.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to -select ~ the  facts,  skills, 
and  .procedures  needed  to  solve  a  particular  problem 
and  to  apply  these  in  actual  solution  of  the  par-'' 
ticular  problem.  .       .  ^^'^      %  ' 

5.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  mathematical  - 
reasoning  and  processes  to  solve  problems  relating « 
to  personal,  consumer  and  societal  needs.  - 

6.  A.  Recognize  the  contributions  that  mathematics  makes-- 
tOv  society, 

6.B.  Recognize  the  applications  of  mathematics  to  his 
day-to-day  experiences.  " 

6.C.  Demonstrate  ^n  appreciation  of  mathematics  by 

participating  in  the  study  of  mathematics  beyond 
that,  which  is  required.  ,  •  . 

?Arl.i  ffigQPtivQ  Setting  Activities .     Following  approval  of  the 

-^if^  syst/^m  yuais  by  the  Cecil  County  Board  of  Education  and  thp 
^SaLrS'feSL  ^o^n^ittees  compositors 

Jule-JuW  ^^9?^^? ^ight  days  during 
June  ju±y,,  1974 X  to  develop  proposed  school  obiective^  in 

'  S'fiplitaScJ'S^kh  ""hematics'  which  constit^^eT^a^Sard  level 

f*^"?y  '^^^  typical  student  in  grades  K  -  12  These 

•  S^d  hK^°s^in^?'''°"r^  ^""^  '"^  P'^i"'"^'  intermediate:  midS?f 
leve&f  "I^L'^^^le^JJvel/^  ^  ^^"^^^^  ^  sequential 
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The  proposed  objectives  were  written       minimal,  terminal 
objectives  to'^be  met  at  the»  completion  of  grades  two,  ^five,  eight 
.and  twelve*.     They  are  intended  to  be  met  by  the  typical  Cecil 
County^  st^udentr  the  above  average  student  will  be  expected  to  ;  • 
surpa.ss  the  objectives;  the  below  average  studen.t  may  jiot' meet 
the  objectives  at  the  terminal^^oints  listed,     'ghese  pfroposed - 
-    ob  jectives  giv^- expectancies  at  each,  level  which  must  be  rein- 

foirced  and  extended  at  each  successive  level.     Using  the  proposed  • 
^^^..--tDtojectiVBs  as  a  model,  the  schools  are  presently  wprkii%  to  develop 
^  \  individual  school  objectives.     The  schools  may  adopt  the  proEtosed 
*  -objectives  v^Tbatim  or  they  may  modify  them  to  meet  specific  heeds  ^ 
of  their  pupils.    This  work  of 'the  total  staff  in  all  Schools/  at y 
all  grade  levels  K  -  12  will  i^nprove  the  existing  curriculum  objec- 
tives. ^  ' 

A  sample  Objective  frcSm  each  of  the  goal  ar^eas  X"b  listed  ^ 
-befow  for  grades  five  and'' eight:     '  ' 

4  READING  GOAL  3A.     Determine, the  literal  meaning  bf 

reading  materials.  / 

Proposed  Objective  kor  Grade  5  - 

3AI1. Given  a  readimg  selection  cm  his  instructional 
level,  the  student  who  hai^  completed  .the  fifth 
grade  will  pe;able  to  answer  questions ^in  ( 
'  refcrejace  .to  ^sequence  of  event,  specific 
details  ^tnd  main  ideas^ 


Proposed  Objective  for  Grade  8  ' 

3AM6. Given  a  e-oljeictipn  on 'his  instructional  level, 
the  student  wHo  has  completed  the  eighth  grade 
will  write  a  Xi^.^^  pf  details  or  main  ideas 
relating  to  the^^^ection.  *ji 

y   WRITING  GOAL  l6.   .  Use' the  ^riting  proces^  to  - ^stimnunicate 
^  /  his  thoughts  and\feelin^s  to^Qthers,  ul 

accepted  conventi6.nB""6^  writiiig:  penmansl 
..spelling,  punctuation,  capitjtiization,  usage 
 a^d  sentence  structure.  ^ 


Proposed  Ol^jective  for  Grade  5  r 

IBlBO.Upon  i^quelst  of  the  teacher,  t;he  student  who 
has  comdlpted  the  fifth  grade  will  write  a 
declarative,  interrogative,  imperative  arid 
exclamatory  senijenc^. 
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Proposed  Object! v,e' for  Grade  8  - 


lBM45'.Given  a  topic  to  discuss ,  the  student  who  has 
completed  l^he  eighth  grade  will  wcite  using  a 
variety  of  sentence  constructions   (simple  m 
sentences^  sentences  with  compound  subjects^ 
sentences  with  compound  predicates^  sentences 
with  both  compound  subjects  aiid  compound  predi 
cates^  and  compound  sefitencesy.  f 


lyiATHEMTICAL  GOAL  SA.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  pet- 
form  the  operations  of  addition*  subtraction, 
multiplicat4.on  and  division  with  respect  to  the 
rational  numbers.  .1 


Proposed  Objective  for  Grade  5- 


2AI5. Given  twenty  problems  involving  the  division 
with  or  without  a  r^ainder  of  ^  'one-digit 
divisor  aiid  a  four-digit  dividend/ the  stud^ent 
who  has  completed  the. fifth  grade  will  be  able 
to  jdiVide  with  eighty%)ercent  proficiency  in 


/ 


^^ijty  jni^utes  on  ^a  teacher-selected  test. 


f"^:^^-  :    ,  ^     :  ,       9^  2057 

Proposed  Objective  foif  Gr^de  8  - 

2AM4^irven  a  division  problem  wi^UiL.  a  two-^digit 
divisor,  the.  student  who  had»cOmpleted  the 
eighth  gra;de  will  find  the"  quotients 


e.g. 


^'         '      Comments^n  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Resxilts . 
The  Assessment  CQpftgofaent  ol:  the  Acc'duntabililiy.  Program  administered 
last  year  in  graces  3y  -5/  7  and  9  gave  Cecil  County  statisUcal  data 
about  the  achrievSifientVf  these  students  in  the  :  goal  areas -qT^' ^- 
R^ading,  Writing, ^and  ff^athematics .    Th"is  was  the:  fir s"t  year  that 
the  1971  edition  of  the  lojpa  Tests  Qf  Basic  Skil]^  Was  used  in 
Cecil  County.     This  was  also" the  firsfe^^y^ear  that  Couhtyf^l^Qre^ 
^ave  been  compared  to  otjier  Schools  in'  Maryland  which  have  similar 
characteristics  of  studen.t  ability  level  and  family  socio-economic-^* 
level,  i  Ajiy  comparison  of  test  data  with  previous  data  is  theire- 
fore  invalid.  ,.The  test  instrument  is  actually  assessing  where  the 
Covinty  was  before,  the  school  objecttves  and  Coiginty  goals  re 
written.     The  results  of  future  tefts  will  indicate  the  e'ffectiye- 
ness  of  these  efforts  in  the  goal-areas  ^si^eaditw.  Writing  and 
Mathematics.  \       ~  • 
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'•  About  90%  of  our  schools  lie  within  the  limits  defined 
as  average  when  coAipared  with  the  State  of  Maryland  in  all  goal 
areas.     The  test  results  generally  show  -that  our  mathematics  and 
reading  comprehension  programs  are  -adequate  for  most  of  our 
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students.     Five  schools  have  received  asterisk^^  indicatincf  above  . 
average  or  below  average  achievement.     Three  of  th^se  schools 
show  outstanding  achievement  in  mathematics  .anld/or' reading  compre- 
hension.    The  points  of  greatest  need  appear  tG^be  in  the  ar^^s  of 
language  and  vocabulary.    Two  schools^  one  ^n  t^e  lan^.tjage:' 
and  one  in  the  area  of  vocabulary^  show  exceptionally  low  achi^|M^ 
ment.     The  professional  sISaff .  is  presently  working  to  ascertairi^ 
reasdns  for  the  levels  of  achievement  obtained  in  eacli;)school* 
Consideration  will  be  ;given  in  !our  study  to  the  part, that  progtam 
effectiyeness  has  played  in  this  level  of  achievement.  '  Other  , 
possible  causal  factors  such  as  stability  of  VcommjA.#i^  charac^ 
teristics  of  the  home  and  family/  stability  of^  s1^%f f  /  record^^^^^^p^ 
attendance  and  continuity  of  enrolLment  in  th^ysaxfle  sqhooi.  will  also 
be  considered.     If  this  study  enables  us  to  identify  differences 
in  the  ef fectivehess  of  certain  programs^  these  characteristics 
will  then  be  dujJlicated  in  other  schools,  /a 

'Although  only  one  of  our  schools  scored  sufficiently  low 
in  language  to  be  identified  as  below  the  average  limits  when  ; 
compared  with  the  State ^  all  schools  showed  ^  n^^d  for  improvement 

,^n  this  area.     Although  the  language  are^  of  the  Iowa  Tests  of 
Basic  Skills  doe»  riot  adequately  measure  our  Writing  .goSls  and 
proposed  objectives^  it  does  ifieasure  important  skills,  such  as 

,spellingi  punctuation^ . capitalization  and  usage.  .  Some  steps  have 
already  been- taken  to "modify  apparent  deficits  in- these  skills 
Additional  instructional  time  has  been  allotted  to  instruction  in 
English  in  the  elementary  schools..     Groups  of  secondary  school  . 
teachers  are  meeting  ejach  week  to  develop  teaching  strategies  and 
techniques  for?"teaching^ English  skills.     Greater  emphasis  is  being^ 

.placed  on  this  goal  area  K  -  12. 

E.  Program  'Modification  Activities .     Steps  have  also  been/ 

taken'  to  improve  other  goal  area  programs.  ^  Additional  ijistructional 
time  has  b^en  added  to~ the  Mathematics  program  in  the  elemeritary 
school.    Materials  for  lower  achieving  mathematics  students  and 
materials  to  develop  mathematic  thinking  skills  have  be6n  added 
to  the  middle  school  program.  > A  Reading  Inservicfe  Course  of  fifteen 
sessions  has  been  of fered  to  all  teachers  in  the  County;  215  County 
teachers  have  received  credit  for  this  course.    An  early  dismissal, 
of  elementary  schools  each  Wednesday  ^has  g4.ven  additional  planning 
time  for  elementary  teachers  for  insei^ice  work.    Another  major 
step  that  has  modified  the  County  program  is  the  institution  of 
kindergarten.     None  of  the  students  tested  in  Cecil  County  was 
exposed  to  a  County  kindergarten  program.     These  students ^yhowever^ 
are  being  compared  with  fifth  graders^  seventy-five  percent  of  wl^pm^ 
and  third  graders^  ninety-two  percent  Of  whom^  were  exposed  to  \ 
kindergarten.^^ 

Resources  arei  always,  an  important  factor  in  the  quality 
and/or  the  improvement  of  programs.    Over  the  last  four  years 
the  current .expenditure  p^r  pupil  in  .Cecil  County  has  been  in  the. 


lowest  twenty-five  percent  in  the  State^.  •  Last  year  Cecil  County 
h^d  a  smaller  number  of  professional  people  per  thousand  children 
.than,  any  other  system  in  the  State;  of  Maryland.    Moreover ,  Cecil  * 
County  IS  expending  proportionally  less  each  year -as  its  share  of 
the  total  expenditure  per  pupil  for  education  costs.  -  These  facts 
emphasize  a  strategic  facet  of  the  accountability  ^rocess--that 
OJ  the  joint  responsibility  bjetween  prof  essionals  and -public 'for  ' 
the  educat^ion  of  jfouth.     Cedil  Cpurity  professionals  have  s6t  goals 
and  objectives  for  county  students^  the  test  instruments  have 
assessed  the  strengths  and  weakness^  of  the'  schools  in  the  goal 
areas, ^  the  educational  prograjris  are  being  analysed  to  ascertain 
Characteristics  of  outstanding  sohools, and  modifications- within' 
our  current  budget  limitations  are  being  made.    Future  mbdifica- 
tions  may  need  additional  funding.     In  the 'last  analysis  the 
professional  staff  qf  Cecil  County  solicits  the  support,  both 
moral  and  financial,  of  the  lay  public  in  understanding  accounta- 
£)ility  and  its  goal  to  produce  adequate  education  for  Maryland 
children.  >'* 


CECIL, COUNTY  »  .     •    f  '       ■  . 

TABLE  1.      COMMUNITY  AND>UBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  P"R0FILE* 


A.  COHMUNITY'CHARACTERtST^C^ 


POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

tNCOME^^ 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGEIK.- 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

53 r 291  ^ 

$9f 04a 

26,2 

■     14)                _  / 

^       EDUjIATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OP  AGE  OR  OLDER      •  \ 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS)a^ 

1  •    .        '       ,      f  "      V    •        ■           ■       ■  - 

(5) 

educatioNac.level 
.  females  25  .years 
•  •  of  age  or  older 
(median  school  years) 

10*6 

ll*4^  - 

»•     SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS   (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER-,  1973)  ;  '    ^'     '  f 


^        (6)     •  ^ 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

'  (7) 

AVERAGE  , 
TEACHER  . 
SAURY 

(8) 

' AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE/ 
YEARS/ 
TEACHING^ 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 

'  ADMINISTRATOR  . 
EXPERIENCE  - 

139  513 

$10,p65 

$17fl88 

8*1 

12*9. 

Cll)  '^ 

PERQ,ENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREESv 
OR  ABOVE 

'  (12) 

SCfiOOL  LEVEL 
PUPJL/STAFF^ 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG*  DAILY' 
/TTEND'ANCE 

18.3     \  . 

21*4 

v>3».5i  ' 

C*.   FINANCIAL  CHARACTERlSTTflj;   (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL  " 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS  ;^ 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTEJ)  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PER  PUPII 
.ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS  , 

$818.51 

$602.85 

'    73-,T  '    ■■  ^ 

'$21.72 

(i«r 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMlNISTRATIONf 
(CENTRAL. OFFICE)  . 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON-' 
N£L  SERVICES 
COSTS 

/  ^    (20)   /         ^  w 

PERCENT  E)(PEN^ES 

ALLOTTED  To 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2*7  ■  . 

'  $6.30 

0.8 

♦SEE  APPENDIX. A  FOR  DEFiNlTlQN  Oe.tjSRMS  AND  SfiURCES  OF  PATA  PR&VlDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 

■  \  ■  ;  4-156-^,  ■  ''  ■.  . 


TiBi,E  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE) 
ANrACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL/AREAS 


  If  1 

 r— 

•■   .  .1 

;;•      \  ^ 

SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRAPE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OP 
ENROLLED* 

\  (3) 

■A 

PERCENT  OP. 
STUB  E  NTS 
TESTEB** 

NUHIER  OP 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED  ' 

«) 

AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
\  AGE 

SCORE 
.  <SAS)+ 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

♦  ' 

AVERAGE 
GKADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
^  (GE)tt 

till 

.101 

% 

DEVIATION 

,JSD) 

.    -     3          *  ' 

•  1071 

96.T3\ 

16 

oil  ' 

15*29 

3*33 

"  1*10  * . 

5 

:rll5 

 \  

96.6i\\ 

100*4 

15*03 

i*04  * 

1*54 

VOCABjiLARY 

1126  '  . 

91*12 

6 

101»1  , 

» 14*45 

6*79 

,  1«T4 

•  7 

9 

1006 

80*12 

5 

 ^ 

101*2 

15*11 

8*36 

• 

2.01  ' 

3 

1073^  ^ 

96.73- 

16 

98*0 

15*29 

3*47 

1^.11 

)(eabing  . 

5 

1115 

«  96*68 

16 

100«4 

15«03 

^  5*20 

1*47 

fcoMPRE- 

'hens  I  ON  Y 

1126 

91  .^2 

6 

101*1  '.'.^ 
 ' — '■ — *^ 

14*"45  ■ 

6*96 

1«62 

9 

1006 

80*12 

101*2  ■ 

>^  ■ 

15*11^ 

8*41 

1*11 

-  »  :-: — — > 

'  3 

1071 

96.73i^ 

.  16 

98*0 

15«29 

3*83  . 

1*38 

^>  - 
-SPELLING 

^)  1115 

96*69 

16  - 

.  100*4 

15*03 

5*34 

1*13 

7 

W26 

91*12 

6 

101*1 

14«45 

6*81 

2*13;/ 

1006 

ip*i2 

• 

5 

101^ 


1^*11 

— f — }  .  . 

•  *36  . 

2*27 

ion 

96*73 

16 

98*0  ^ 

15*2^ 

3*67 

1*25  ' 

tCAPtTAL-^, 

5 

1115 

96*68  . 

V  16 

100*4  X 

15*03 

•  5*35' 

1*60 

IZATJ(ON 

1126 

91*12 

6 

101«1 

14*45 

6*69 

1*19 

1006 

•0*1^ 

5  * 

101«2 

15*11 

8*26 

2*10 

(5) 

«  1071 

96*73  ^ 

16 
• 

98*0 

15#29 

3.70 

1*31 

pUNdTUATlON 

.  "  • 

*   ■  .'  .  w 

• 

.   .V-  S  \. 

lllS 

96.6« 

16 

100*4 

15*03 

5*34 

1*61 

1126 

91*12 

6 

101*1 

14*45 

6*64 

1*94 

 ^  ^ 

9 

1006 

80*12 

5    '  ' 

101*2 

15*11 

•  8*06 

2.1^ 

♦  ^AS- OP  "^/Mm,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRAIfl)  CLASSES. 

**  NUHBe'r  students  tested  Srnm,  ^"4  DIVIDED  »V  NUH«ER  ENROUED  9/30/73.  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCEfJTACE. 
POR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  f       ,  , 


\ 
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CECIL  COUNTY, 
TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE /STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT/ (6RADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY' SKILL  AREAS  (CONTINUED)/ 


4 

•  5KILL 
f  AREAS 

GRADE 

(2) 

^    NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ^ 

13) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

(4) 

KUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
*  TESTED 

'  i 
AVE 

STJU^ 

fee 
its 

5)7 

RAGE 

DAkD 

AS)  t 

yf^) 

STANDARD 
MV I  AT  I  ON 
/  (SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 

GRAPE 
EQU-IVAt^NCE 
(GE)  ft 

-(8) 

standariw* 
'  deviatioNp 

,  (SD) 

LANGMAGE 
USAGE 

3 

1071 

96.73 

16 

91 

sjlo 

*5".29 

 : 

3.40 

1>30 

5 

1115 

96.68. 

16 

'  jlOi 

f.4 

15.0^ 

4.98 

1.66 

7 

1126 

91.12 

6 

^  lOi 

k.l 

14*45 

6.5>. 

1.94 

9 

1006 

80.12 

5 

'  idi 

I..2 

15.11 

7.92 

2.21 

C7J 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL  1 

3 

1071 

96.73 

16 

S.O 

^  -  15,^4 

3.65 

♦  l.lV 

1115  , 

V  96.68 

16 

—  1»  

 ,  1"  1  " 

15.0 

'5.25 

1.48 

7 

 y^-*v- 

1126 

*  91.12 

.6 

f 

,  101.1 

V  J,4.45 

6«68 

1.71 

1006, 

80.12 

5 

a^oi.2 

.  :  

15.11 

8;  15 

'  ,  1.91 

(6) 

HATHEHATICAL 

CONCEPTS 

3~  , 

1071 

96.73 

98.0 

15.29 

3,57 

1.02  ; 

5 

S;ll^ 

96.60  / 

100.4 

15.03 

5.72 

1.49 

7 

1126  * 

9^.12 

6 

,101.1 

14..45 

 h"  "  - — 

7.36 

1.61 

1006 

80«12 

5 

iaoi.2 

15'.  11 

  r   

8.69 

i  1.81 

t?) 

HATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

3 

1071 

96.73  * 

16 

98.0 

15.29  . 

3.50 

1.07 

5 

1115 

96.68 

16 

afoo.A 

15.03 

5.43 

i.ai 

T 

1126 

91.12  - 

6 

101^1 

14.45  ' 

7.18 

.  1.^3 

9 

1006 

80.12 

\ 

101.2  . 

15.11  " 

8.49 

1.7* 

MATHEMATICAL 

•  TOTAL 

*  • 

1071 

96.73 

16 

98.P 

15.29 

3.54 

.99  / 

5 

1^15 

96.68 

16 

IPO.4 

15.03 

5.57 

1.32 

T  * 

1126 

41.12 

6 

d^Ql.l 

14.45  ; 

7.27 

'  1.53 

9 

1006 

80.12 

5 

101.2 

15.11 

8.59 

1.65 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/if3t  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NPNGAADED  CLASSES.  "  . 

«♦  NUMIER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING*  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73t  EXPRESSED  AS  A  f?0ftCENTAiSei 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  tSAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNItlVE  ABILITIES' TESTt  NONVERBAL  BATTERY^  FORM  l^t  1971  EDITION. 
THE  MEDIANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3t  5f  It  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  98.28r  100.,20t  101. 17t 
AND  ^01.l'9|  NATIONAL  SD  ■  16.  ^ 

tt  GMDE  EOUIVM-ENcTE  (GE)  DERIVED  FROM  JDWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKItj-Sf  FORM  St  1971  EDITION.    THE  MEDIANS  FOR  THE 
SCHOOL  MEANS  IN  T'HE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3t  5t  7t  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7t  5.7t  7.6t  AND  9.4» 
VARYING  SLIGHTLY  FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA  (SEE  APPENDIX  A)-»    NATIONAL  SD  FOR  GKADE  EQUIVALENCE  NOT  AVAILABLE. 
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(BAINBRIDGE  -  ELKTON  SR) 


TAbCe  3.     S^bOL^LEVEL--CQMrtUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN, 

(6)  . 

TEACHER 
(7) 

adhin* 

(8) 

SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN* 

edltca- 

TIOM  OF 
ilOTH^R 
(11) 

M64)IAN 
FAHILY 
INCOME 
(S) 
(12) 

,  SCHOOL  NvAME 


PERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GKADE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

or6^ani- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

ZATtON 

MENT 

RATIO 

DANCE 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

PERCENT 
STAFF 


DEGREE 
3R  ABOVI 
(9) 


BAINBRIDGg 

BAY  VI"^ 

*  c- 
CALVERt 

C^CIL  MANOR 

CECILTON 

CHARLESTO^N 

CHESA.PJEAKE  CITY 

CONOWINGO 

ELKTON 

GILPIN  MANOR 
HOLLY  HALL 
KENHORE 

f. 

LEEDS 

north  east 

peAryvillb 

rising  sun 

cherry  hill  middle 
elkton  middle 
north  east  middle 
bohemia  manor  jr  sr 

elkton  sr  high  •  ^ 


•'•^^K-6    ^        527        28.5  95.9 


K-5 
K-6t 
K-5-/ 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-5. 


K-5 


K-5 

K-5 

R-6 

K-6 

6-8 
-    6-8  , 
6-8 

•t-ie 

9-12  ■ 


665        28.9  95.3 

27^        23.8  96.8 

372        28.6  96.7 

421        28.1  95.9 

135        20.8  95.1 

508  \   27.5  96.2 

413  ■   '27.5  95.5 

289        24.1  .  93.^ 

407  20^3  95.4 

417-  26.1  96.1  * 

262  .  23.8^  96.2 

«328  23.6  95.6 

631  .26.3  94.8 

708  23.6  96.1 

-a 

bOZ  26.2  96«8 


.525  20.2 


'  541 1  ^  ^,S^^*3^  94.3 

707        28.3  92.6  c 

7B8".      2;3.2  89.5 

1270        22.7  90;.0 


10.5  1.0 
12.0  1.0 


17.5        .1.0          8.3      13.0  21i6 

22.0  -      1.0          6.5,      21.0  17.4 

8.6      12.5  13.0 

8.4  5.0  '  7.7 
14.0        1.0        10.5        9.0  .26.7 

5.5        1.0          3.7  ,  14.0  23^1 

17.5   -    1.0          7.5        I.O  10.8 

14.0        1.0        12.3        6.0  20.0 

4.5  8.5  16.7 
7.0  14.5  10.0 

8.3  ^   25.0  12.5 

I   '  *.  " 

8.7  12.0.  36*4 

Jk-jZ^       8.0  ■7.2' 

23.0        1.0       ..10.3  11.0  .  4.2 

28.0        2.0    ^      7.4  13.3  **13*3' 

22.0        1.0        12.0  22.0  "  iS.p 

24.0        Z.O         9.2  14J7,  23.1 

26.0      .2.0          8.7  10.0  25^0 

23.0        2.0  ■^S.-S  24.0 


11. p  1.0 

19.0  1.0 

,15.0  1.0 

10.0  1^0 

12.9  1.0 


32.0  2.0 
53.0  .3^0 


4*4  9.0  11.8 
9.3      11^0  25.0 


10.6  12.1 


11.2  11.2 


7701.0 

/ 


9126.t> 
6.4-  12.0  9964.0 
2.7  11.5  10344.0 

11.3-  7739.0 
11.0  '8950.0 


20.4 
18.2 
17^5 
12.8 
20.6. 
3.7 


11.3 

6.4 

6.5 
^.7* 


11.0  '  8764.0 
11.  E  v  '  f913.'o 
10.7  *  8703.0 


11.4     .   10135;.  0 
11.4  10.7 


T.9,  11,3 


9.4  11.2 


8960.0 . 


9999,0 


9766.0 


11.0      .  8990.0 
« 

H.8  9137.0 
,11. '9      •    9632  id 


11.3  10000.0 

11. 0- •  '9425.0 

12.1   '      11.1/  9084.0 
11.1 


19.0- 


9.7  11.1 


8283.0 


9644-.  0 


»SEE  APRJ=NDIX  A  FOR  DEPlfllTlON  OP  TERMS. 
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(BAINBRIDGE  -  ELKTON  SR) 
TABLE  4. 


CECIL  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSrCM 


SCHOOL  NAME , 


BAiNeKlO0£ 


5AY  VIEW 


6RAoe  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER^  AVERA6E  MARY- 
LAND. EffCE 
SAS  6E  NORM 


6E 


i00«3 


93.3 
99.5 


3.40 
II.9H 


3.23 
U.79 


3.55 
5.36 


3«j:3 

5«0i> 


-,15 
-.•♦2 


4.10 

-.25 


3.57 
5.22 


3.32 
5.02 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMEftiT  TO  MARYLAN1>  NQRMS>  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH.  N0NVERBA17  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
COMTROLLED* 

SKILL  AREAS 

V'  ' 

VOCABULARY  READING  CoMW^^^feNSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

DIFFER-  AVEoAGE    MARY-      DIFFFR'-  AVERAGE  MARY. 
LAND  /     ENCE  .  LAND       JENCE  ^  Li^NO 

NORM/  «E  >*OflM 


-.07 
-.30 


♦  .15 
-.13 


CALVflHT 

5 

lua.  1 
105.3 

3.  72 
5.77 

3.43 

5.50 

-.11 
♦  .27 

3.73 
6.21  , 

/  3.94  ' 
/  5.61 

.-.21 
♦  .60  « 

.CECit  MANO.^ 

i 

b 

107.6 
111.2  . 

4.7?! 
^.91 

3.96 
5.66 

-.24 
♦  .05 

3.99 
'6.0'9 

4.07 
5.90 

-.00 
♦  .11 

0 

CbCILTON 

5 

96.6 

'2.96 

j.^  * 
4.00 

-.35 

3.22 
*t03' 

3.50 
4.94' 

y 

-.20' 
-.Ur 

CHAKLbSTOMi) 

3 
5 

93»1  / 
1054& 

3.2t 
4.74 

3.11 
5«4l 

♦  .17 
**.67  « 

3.47 
5.23 

3«15  , 
5.54 

♦  .32 
•-.31 

ChcSAPFAKi  CITY 

•  * 

3  ' 
£} 

n't  n 

100.0 

w.  IJc 

3.33 
5.04 

-.31 
-.39 

3.42 
5.03 

3.39 
5.17 

♦  .03 
-.14 

COMOWlriGO 

S 

90.9 
95.6 

3.(^6 
5.25 

■  3#44 
4.77 

♦  .42  ' 
*.4R 

3. 95 
5#17  * 

^4*52 
4.00 

♦  .43  ' 
.♦.29 

eCkton 

3^ 
5 

92.a 
B9.<« 

2.B1 
'♦.7'» 

3,04 
4*33 

-.is 

♦  .41 
. 

2.0a 

li  7d 

3;o»  - 
•■  4 . 43 

♦  .06 

.OILPIH  MANOR 

S 

100.6 
99.9 

3.43 

5.03^^ 

.K 

S.56 
5.11 

-.13 

-.Of* 

•  3.i||' 
4.00^ 

.-3. 63 
Sf21' 

-.22 

.jHOlLY  1^ALL 

3 
6 

90.12 

3^.29  " 
4.01 

3^39" 
M.92 

-.19 
-.If 

'  3.59 
-  5.04 

;>.46 
5*03 

♦.13; 
♦  .01 

KttiMORE 

3 

09.1 
96.2 

2.07 
4.99 

2.90 
4.06 

-.03 
♦*13  ^ 

,    5*.  16 
'  5.04 

2.91 
*  4.95 

♦.25 
♦  f09' 

.LEEDS  . 

3 
5 

96.9 

100\0 

3.17 
5.03 

3.34 
5.09 

-.17 
-^06  " 

^  3.21 
5.12 

3.39 
5.19 

-.10 
-.07 

^    NOrtTH  EAST 

5 

99.0 
102.1 

3.27 
5.13 

3.49 
5.19 

•7422 
-.05 

3.3i 
5.10 

'  3;5T 
5.31 

-.26 
-.13  < 

^bRRYVILLL 

3 
6 

96.0 
101. 

3.56 
5.12 

3;35 
'  !i.2Q 

4.23. 
-.OA 

5.24 

3^M 
•  5.31 

♦  *27 
-.07 

RISING  $Ui« 
♦  ■ 

09.7 
102.6 

3.57 
5.50 

'3.52 
5.30 

•  ♦.O'i 
♦  .20 

.V  3.60 
.•!f.51  ' 

3.1i9 
5.41 

♦  .on 

♦  .in 

CHERRY  HlLu  MlfotE^ 

7 

103.0 

6.92 

7.10 

-.la 

'  7.00 

7.1J*. 

-.14 

elkton  middle 

7 

lOlrO 

6.89, 

-.2Q. 

6.09 

6.94 

-.05 

•d  ^ 

NORTtI  EAST  MXDpLE 

7 

99. T 

6«03 

6.74 

♦  -O** 

6.09 

6.01 

♦  .'00 

\ 

BOllEMlA  MAilOR  JR  SR  7 
9 

99.6 
99.9 

6.42 

a.io 

6.70 
A.19 

-.2« 

-.00 

•  6.67 
A.15 

6.77 

-  0.\3: 

«.Q2 

ELKTON  SR  HIGH 

9 

101.9 

0.46 

ft. 46 

♦  .Of) 

0.40 

0.40 

'♦.06 

3.75 
5.33 


11.44 
4.94 

3.91, 
5.92 


4.47 
6. •SO 

3.47"* 
4.77 


OTFfER- 

ENCE 


oe 


NORM 


60 

41. 


3«Hif; 

4.9  V 


3.99 
5.^1 


3.54 
5.33- 

4.27 
5.73 


4^  4b 
6.15 

3.06 
5.10 


3.^53 
5.^74 

5.36 


3.00 
S.06 

3.46 
4.65 


-i.24 
-.2« 


-.10 

4.36 
♦♦19 


♦  .07 

♦  .43 


*.39 
«.33 


•  ♦•07 


^.50 


V3.45'  ^,a^»90 
4.^3  -b.3A 

3.66  2^03 


-.50 

♦»J17 


-.53 
-.55 


5.06 


3.?2 
4.77 


3.37 
5.17 

3.f>4 


3.<\G 


^.17 

5.25.-  -.19 


*3.29H, 
5.13  ' 


•  ^-176 

*  Si. 30 


-.07 
-.36 


-.21 


3.67 
5.76 


3.34 
5.27 

3.93 
.6.^2 


3.06' 

6;S6 

3.!$5 
5.13 


3.42 

5>64 

3.25 
5.'20 


.3.99 
^5.40 

3.14 
5v01 


3.57 
5.20  . 

3.45 

5^46 

3.00 
5.S^ 


.  3..93i;  -.35 


3.20 
5.34 

3.56 

5.50'- 


3.62 
5.66 


3.27 
S.30 

3.00 
5.77 


^*.0l 
6.17 

9.52 
5..15 


3.26 
5.77 

3.4^5 
5.^*0 


3.55 
5.U 


3.21 
4.70 


3.65 
5,43 

9.52 

V!V29-^' 

"  "  '3,d6 
-^5.10 

"% 

3.46 
5.43 

,  3.60 
^  5.54 


♦  •05 
♦.10 

•♦•07 
-.ll* 

♦  .05' 

♦  .55  • 


-.13 

♦  .39 

♦.od 

-.02  « 

♦  .16 
r.20 


♦  .4^  • 
♦.37 


-.07 
♦  •31 


-.AO 
-•23 

-•07 

♦  •17 

'  ♦;b2 

♦  •'13 


-•26 
-•09 

^••04 
♦  4O4 


3^77il 


^•03 
^-•17 


t  3.6^* 
•^305 


4^A1 
5^01 

y  . 

-3^95 

If 

^^•06 
♦  •27 

3^60  " 

^r60 

7^17,^ 

* 

-•*9^ 

7.30 

6.57 

7^00 

-•43 

7,10 

6«'S9 

•  6%87 

-•20 

^•04 

6^S0 

7*<*2 

6^o;^ 

0^16 

(^•44 
.-*74 

6^'»0 
0^32 

0^i»9 

0^41 

-•1? 

0^74^ 

5.50 


3^61 
5^59 


♦  •10 

.♦•35; 

K  ♦•27 


7^41  ^ 

-•06 

7ib9 

7^04 

-•06^- 

.0*40 

p.OO 

0^66 . 

♦  •OS 

t  itt  CHAPTER  4f  SECTION  ^•X.Z  FDR  DEfilNITIDNS  OP  TEI^HS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  DP  ASTERISK. 
^    ACCOMPANY. NO  "OIPPERENCE"  SCORES^  ' 
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(BAINBRIDGI  ^  ELKTON  SR) 
TABLE  5. 


CtCtL  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SySTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  -BY  SKfLL  • 
AREAS*  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABfLITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  •  o 


SK-ttL  AREAS 


VOCAnUtARY 


REAOINa  COMPREHENSION 


SCHOOt  NAME 

CRAOE  AVEBA$£  AVERAGE 
SAS  $5 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

aAiNURtOh&e 

3 

5 

100*3 
10«».»» 

3»i»0 
4*94 

3.56 
5«5<t 

3 
5 

93*3 
•99. & 

3«?3 
a.  79 

3*11 
5*12 

f 

CALVERT  -  ^ 

b 

3 
5 

iub,r 

10b*3 

107*6 
111,2 

3,72 
5.77 

3*  72* 
.^•91  « 

3.87 
5.62 

i».03 

CbCl,iT<)N 

3' 
S 

• 

\  9fl.5 
96,6 

2*96 

3.«»5 
f|.87 

CHARLe;srori.i 

3 

b 

93^1 
^^0^.5 

. 3«28  ' 
%*7*  " 

3«10 

CH^^APCAKE  C1T> 

b 

97.0 
100,0  . 

3.02  * 
4*65 

3.35 
5.17 

ELKTOU  ^ 

b 

96,9 
95,6 

92 1(2 

3,86 
5.25 

5.«»7 
'4.79 

3.0* 
i|.2!S 

•ILPI^  MANoR  - 

3 

100.6 
99;  9 

5.03 

3.58 
5.16^ 

HOLLY  l*ALL  . 

3 

5 

98.3" 

3*29 

<».01 

5.01 

LAN4UA»E  TOTAL    ^         MATI^MATlCALr  TOTAL- 


OIFFER-  AVERA6C    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEpASE    MARY-      OlFFFK-  AVERAGE  MARY. 


USDS 

nohth  ta&t 

PiKRYVlLLt 


,89.1 
96.2 


96.9 

1W),0 

99.8 
iU2,l 

96.8 
101.4 


CHERRY  HILL  MXD(XE ,    7  103.0 


99.7* 
1U2,6 


3.57 
5.50 

6.92 


3i52 
5.39 

7.15 


ELKTOri  MIDJLE 

7 

101. p 

6.69 

6.93 

*> 

NORTH  FA^T  MIODLE 

7 

99.7 

6.83 

6.78 

B9HKHIA  MAriQR  ^  SR 

7 

99.6 

6.42 

6.77 

99.9 

8.10 

A.3b 

ELKTOri'SR  HIOM 

y 

lUf.9 

8b46 

6£ 

-.16 

3.57 

,-.60 

3.22 

-.  j3 

5.02 

-.15 

3.73 

4.15 

6.21 

-.31 

3.99 

-.22 

6.09 

-.*9 

3.22 

-.42 

4.83 

3.47 

o-*90  • 

5.23 

-.33 

3.42 

-.52 

5.03 

♦  .39  ' 

3^95 

4.46 

5.17 

-.21 

2.84 

4.4^ 

4.79 

-.13 

3.41  . 

-.13 

4.88 

-.14 

'3.59 

-.20 

5.04 

3.16 

3.21 

-.14 

5.19 

-.26 

3.31  ' 

-.22 

5.18 

♦'.24 

3.60  . 

-.17 

-5.24 

♦  .05 

3.68 

♦  .11 

54151 

-.af3  ' 

7.00 

6.89 

♦  .05  . 

6.89  ' 

-^35 

6.67 

-•25 

8.15 

-.IP 

fl**o 

LAND 
NORM 


3.62 
5.59 


3.16 
5.20 


3.94 
5.67 

*  4.11 
6.14 


3.5d 
4.96 


3.14 
5.68 


3.40 
5.24 


3.64 
5.^3* 


ENCE 


-.05 
-.37 


♦.16 
-.18 


-.21 
♦  .54 

-.12 
-.05 


'-:21, 


r^.33 

-.45 


t«02 
•^21 


♦•*»2 
♦•29 

♦•»»iL 


.23 
•  35 


3*75 
5.'^3 


^•4<» 
4.94 


3.91 
5.92 

«>.47 


4.77 


3.60 
5.41 


3.44 
4.97 


4.58 
5.60 

2^96 
4^A2 


4.A3 


LAND 
NORM 


3f^^97 
5^75 


^•53 
5^38 


4^27 
5^82 

4^42 

6*27 


3.86 
5.16 

3.52 
5.84 


3.76 
5.42 


3^an, 

5^09^ 
'3^46 
4.62 


3^9» 
5.41 


ENCE 


LAND 


3.49 
5/09 

♦  •10, 
-.0? 

^•66 

3^11^ 
5^28 

2.88  , 
•4.93 

♦  .28 
♦•11 

4.77 

3Vte7 
5^13 

B  ■ 

3.39 
5.24 

-•18 
-•12 

.^.?J7 
5.17 

3^76  * 
5^42 

3.b9  ^ 
5.t»l 

V.26 
-.23 

3.54 
^•19 

3^94 

5^5a 

5;35  . 

♦  •29 
-•11 

3^80 

3^75 
b^53 

,5.4-5 

-filO 
^•06 

4^01 
S^^l 

3^93 
5^62  ^ 

V.16  ' 

,'-;16 

*  6*68 

7.22 

♦  6#96 

'  -.07 

7^04 

6.83 

♦  •06 

6.59 

'6^93 

6^82 
^•19 

-»15 
-.OM 

6.18' 
7.42 

6%92 

a^ao 

-•02 

^•J>9 

a.ao 

-ii2P 
-•4? 

^•67 
5*76 

3«65 
5^79 

-•09 
-•44 

3.34 
5.27 

\ 

3.27 

-r56n 
♦  •10 

3.9.1 
6.32 

3.91 
5.85 

♦  •05 

♦  •31 

3.88 

O. 

4.05 
6.29 

-•39 

-•39  ^ 

3.55 
5.13 

3.55 
5. 21 

♦  •08  • 

'  3.42 
5.64 

3.25 
5.87 

-•3? 
-i45  ' 

3.J>*> 

5.28;.v?. 

3.47 
5.46 

♦  •5(1 

♦  •51 

3.99 
5.48 

.3.57 
5.13 

-•5n 
♦  •PO 

3.14 
5.01 

3.21 
*.67 

-•54 
-•5«^ 

3.57 

5.^?0 

1.67 
5.<t5 

-.18 
-•2P 

3.45 
5^46 

3.54. 
5.33 

-•05  3^0a 
-•36  •^-*.3l 


*    !^L^!jtll!IfI!.*:J5SIi2^fe*»^  ''^'^  DEPrNITIDNS  op  terms  USC2>  and  eiPLANAnONOK  ASTERISK  {*) 
ACCQHFANYIN6  '*j)IrPERENCc'*  SCOPES*  •  .  «  / 

•«    .  • »    ■  ■  ■ .      '  *  , 


5^18 


-•39  * 
-•25 

f 

3^20 
5^34 

l.<t6 
5.46 

-•40 
-.30 

3^56 
5^50 

3.62 
5.62 

♦  •05 
-•25 

3^63 

s^a5 

3.46 
5.56 

♦•oa 

,^•10  * 

3^6A 

6.ia 

3#62 
3.65 

-.54 

7.30 

7.43 

'••47 

7.18 

7.24 

-•3* 

7.04 

7.12 

-•5i» 

6.98 
8.32 

7.11 
8.40 

6*71 

8.70 

ofFPERi^ 

|!H:e  • 


♦  .02 
-.03^ 


♦  .07  • 
-.15 


♦  •02 
4.47 

-.17 

♦  .27 


♦  .00 
-.06 

♦.17 
-.23 


-.22 
-.18 


♦  .•IJ2 

♦  •35 

-•07 

♦  .34 


-.10 
-.25 

-.09 
♦.13 


♦  •04 

♦  •13 

-.26 
-.12 


-•06 
-•04 

♦•17 
♦  .29 


♦•26 

♦  .53 

-.13 

-.06 

-.08 

-.13 
^•16 

♦  •01 


ir 
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\ (NORTH  EAST; JRSR  -  RISING  SUN  JR  SR) 


TABLE  -3 •     SCHOOL.  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND'  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES- 
•      -    PROFILE'*     ,  ■  '  .=  . 


> 

[  1    — ii 

■P 

PERCENT 

AVERAGE 

.DAILY. 

ATTEN-i 

DANCE 

• 

PERCENT 

STAJPF 
MASTER'S 

DEGRE€ 
OR  ABOVE 
i9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE'' 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

MEftlT. 
*  (2) 

^. 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
^^A^Tia 
(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  " 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11)' 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

'  SCHOOL  NAME 

TEACHER 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 

ADHIN. 
(•)  ' 

INCOME 
($) 
(12) 

a 

NORTH  EXST  JR 
PERRYVILLE  JR 

SR 

•9-12 

792 

1«.9 

19.0 

40.0 

2^0 

 %^ 

■a- 

f.9 

12.5 

30«9 

13.2 

11.1 

.  9021«0 

SR 

7-12  * 

796  - 

21.5 

93.0 

*'35,0 

2,0* 

8.1 

14.0  ,^ 

-  24.3 

14.1 

12.0 

8329.0  • 

'    RISING  SUN  JR 

5R 

7-12 

1135 

23.2 

9^.0 

47.0 

2.0 

11.9 

19.0 

22.4 

9.0  • 

11.7 

9517 #0  ' 

SEE  APPEMBIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION- OF  TERMS. 
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(NORTH  EAST  JR  SR  -  RU^NG  SUN  JR  'SR) 
TABLE ^4* 


CbCXL  C0Uf4tt 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  Of=  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,"  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  , 


 ^..M  

LANWAtE  TOTAL   .  MATHEMATICAL  TCfTAL 


VOCABULARY  REAOXNS  COMPREHENSION 


NORTH  EAST  JR  SR 
PtRRYVjLLL  JR  SK 

RXSiNi  SUN  JR  SR 


SAS 
9  100.5 

7  t&t.6 
9  tU3.3 

7  101.7 
9  100.2 


6E 

NORM 

B.13 

8.29 

6*55 

6.86 

0.55 

8.5*1 

7.16 

6.93 

8.62 

8.31 

LAND  Vift 
..16 


AVERAGE 

MARY*- 

LAND 

«E 

NORM 

8.33^ 

8.22 

«'«.9b 

.  6.93 

8.61 

8*>46 

7.27 

6.98 

8.55 

8.16 

OIFFER*^  AVERAGE 
ENCE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORH> 

OIFFFR- 

ENCE 

T 

AVERACE 
6E 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

♦  •11 

7^o3 

8*26 

-•33 

8^39 

8^M 

♦  •03 

♦  •15 

6^A2 
8^68 

6^93 
6^«i 

-•11 
,  ♦•27 

7^25 
8^79 

7^10 
8^69 

♦  •15 

♦  •10 

♦  •29 

♦  •39 

6^08 
8^i?3 

7^01 
8*23 

-•03 

♦•on 

7^75 
8^66 

7»2i 
i.M 

♦  •5«> 

♦  •22 

♦  SEE  CHA^R  4,  SECTION  4.1^2  PDR  DEFINITIDNS  DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXI»LANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (») 
^    ACCOHRANYZNO  ••DIFFERENCE"  SCDRES^ ,  , 
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(/^ORTH  EAST  JR  SR  -  RISING  SUN  JR  SR) 


TABLE  5. 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  M?tTrn:Wfi)""N©tWST  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL/ ABILI TV  AND„ SOC lOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROIZLED* 


CbClL  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 

t, 

NOHTH  FAST  ^  SR 

.■si'- 

PtftKyttLLt  JH  SR 
RISXW  SUN  JH  SR 


SKILL  AREAS 


SAS 
9  100*5 

7"  101.6 
9  103.3 


^  100.2 


VOCABULARY 

AVrRAGE  MARV- 

LAND 

•E 

NORM  • 

0.13 

A.H2 

6.S5 

6«99 

8.58 

8.7H 

7^6 

7.00 

••62 

n.39 

READIN0  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUA&E  TOTAL  , 


V.29 


-.16^ 


♦  .16 

♦  .23 


6E 
A. 33 


6.96 

n.6i 


7.27 
d«55 


MARY- 
LAND' 
NORM 

DIFFER- 

EI^CE  • 

AVERAgE 

OE 

MARY- 
LAND 

NORfC' 

OIFFFR-  AVERAGE 
ENCe 

«F  ^ 

A*  26 

♦.or 

7^')3 

8^i6 

-•l|3 

8^.39 

8.55 

7.02 
8.59 

••06 
♦  •02 

6^A2 
^•6A 

7^10 
8^6<» 

-^2fl 
♦  •0<l 

7.?& 
&.T9 

7.30 
8.85 

7.03 
A. 22 

♦  .2I| 

♦  .33 

6^08 

a^23  • 

7^10 
^•33 

-•IP 
-•10 

7.75  ' 
>)«66 

7.31 
A.S2 

MATHEHATICAL  TOTAb  - 

DIFFER 

EWCE 

-.16 


^.05 
A  06 

♦•M 
♦.u 


*  S?;:;JM^?aei'«oi;?5.""''"'"'*  °'  "^"^  explanation  of  asterisk 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.9  CHARLES  COUNTS 

School  System  G^als  and  objectives 


A  General.    The  Charles  County  School/. Sys^  has,  since  the 

letter  pa^i:  of  1971,  oper'ated,ori  the  basis  of  co^^^^i^^^^y^^^";-  . 
wide  and  school  objectives  related  to  formal  surveys  of  achievement 
Sir  recently  developed  five-year  p^an  and  the  goals  and  objectives 
therein  dp  nteet  the  standards  set  down  by  the.Maryland  Account- 
Si  uJy  Program..   Following  are  excerirts  from  the  Charles  County 
School  system  Five-Year  Master  Plan  (FY.  75  -'FY  80)  whxch  address 
themselvep  directly  to  the  -requested  narrative  to  accompanyxng 
local  assessment  data. 

B  Goal  Setting  Activity.    The  plann\ng  process  used  in 

the  -Charles  County  School  i^ystek  begins  with  the  establxshment 
of  the  school  system  goals.    The  wtiti'hg  of  goal  statements  xs 
based  upon  certain  basic  beliefs  about  the  educatxonal  process 
in  America.    These  beliefs  are  ajfticulated  and  recorded  so  as 
to  serve  both  as  a  foundation  and- as  crxterxa  for  further  worK  on 
'the  goal  statements;    Once, the  basic  beliefs  have  been  determxned, 
the  goal  writing  work  can  begin. 
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,  teachers-,  S^in^^frrSdlJ^^SJ^fs^o^^rr"       ^^"^  °' 

iro^fess!o„\x  jSa^^Lnnife^^  ""a  ^^1^%*!:.'^ 

goal  statements  is  then  readv         Jh^,      ?Caft.of  the  raoomnended 

review.    The  reoornnended  aofl  ftJi-^Lf  °°°'''^^""i°"  «>'3 

mentoets,  teachersr^SfL^Ss  ol  ISf  cL™^^^^''2"^"^''  tSiataff 
oomnent.    After  r4t^  ^i^rooLS^L    S?™-^        "'^'i®"  "''^ 
revised  and  sent  to  Se  su^e?ln?^Snl'         P"'P°=?'5  3°al8  are 
,  reviews  and  approves  .the  aoa?,  lh?„«     •  ~         superiptendent, ' 

Education  for  final  aSrola?     ?Sf  LS''^  ^1"'^'  °^ 
to  the  Maryland  S?atf  DepI^Jii^nf  If  ■  *°'^"9rded 

supportive^^f  the  State  edSl^ionlf  goal"""  to  insure  they  are 

itate-wide"!:'af  rai^°ri]^.S;r".r3-].::, 

the  Maryland  state  Board  of  EdScU?n;,  "fthematios ,  adopted  by  . 
the  following  Local  lysSeS  Goa?lt     "^S^"^''^*^  "as  developed 

schoo'l  reaSnf^55fL„?^eLrSlei?^hf„f^^;S^^^^ 
following  consisten't  ^i^Tis/^Tl%l^^l'^^,?^;„tt  ttTlV, 

Ster'ifL!™  reading  print,  and  non-print 

L"d'^:^rci^fsrr*°-^"^ 

3. A.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  .  „«^,.  . 

materials.  ""-i-ng  of  a  variety  of  readibg 

3.B.  D.einonstrate  the' use  of  the  literal  i  ^ 

creative  levels  of  comp^heisilj    '  ^^^^xcal,  and 

4-, A.  Follow  directionjS. 

i.B.  Locate  references. 

218        '  * 
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4.C.  Gain  infp^maticjji. . 
i  4.D.  Understand  forms.  '         :    .  r  - 

4.E.  Attain  personal  dey^ppment.  .  v  -  . .  ''rl-'.  •;" 

-   5.A.  Demonstrate  a  varii|y  of  reading"  interests V 
^    5.b:  Demonstrate  a  pc^itive  attitude  toward  reading. 
inr~Writing,  upon  completion  of  his/her  public -  School 


education,  each  studen^r  should  be  able  to  do  the  following,  con-^ 
sistent  with  his/her  oTxpected  performance  level: 

Using  tifeyEorra,  language,  and  mechanice  apprbpi>iate  to 
the  Situation,  stu^nts  will: 


X .A.  Write  to  express  their  personal  heeas ,  thoughts , 

and  feelings  for  their  own.  use.  ^\       ■  ■  ' 

1.  B.  write  to  express  their  personal  thoughts  and  feelings 

■  to  qthers.  /  ■    ■  .-T- 

2.  A.  Write  for  social  purposes.  "     ;  . 

r    2. Bw  Write^ for  business/vocational  ^purposes.  ,  , 

p '  ■.      •     -     •      .,■  ■  \  ■■      ■  ■  ■' 

2.  C.  Writev^or  scholastic  purposes.. 

3.  A.  Demonstrate  an  awareness  of  the  importance  of  writing; 

for  personal  reasons.  , 

.         3.B.  DSmoristrate  an  awareness  of  the  importance  of  wri^^ 
for  social  reasons.  .  ';  • 

B.C.  Demonstrate  satisfaction  from  writing.      .  ' 

Mathematics ;  each  student  who  has  coitipleted  the 
elementary-secondary  school  mathematics  program  should: 

1. A. .Recall  and  recognize  the  correct  Tisage^^o^^^ 
terns  and  symbols. 

1  B.  Recall  and  recognize  the  basic  facts  of  addition, 

subtraction,  multiplication,  and:  1^^^^  '  l 

1.  e.  Rfecognize  geometric  figures .  *  • 
•        l.D.  Recall  units  of  measure. 

2.  A.  Perform  the  basic  operations  of  addition,  subtraction. 


multiplication ,  and  division. 


''""'  ^^i^;^  the  ^tric         English  .units  ' 
2.C.  Use 'measuring,  computational;  and  graphic  devices, 
2.D.  Solve  simple  equations  and*  inequalities:  ^ 
•  2. E.  D^aw  geometric  shapes  and,  figures.        .         °  .' 

^'^•'nSSS^''?  mathematical  processes  involving  whole 
numbers,  fractions,- and  decimals.,  •  "9  wnoxe 

°®"'°"?trate  an' understanding  of  theXconceDtc, 
associated  with  the  use  of  graph?  charts    Lb  1.. 
,       .  and  measuring  instruments.'   '  '  ciiarts,  tables, 

4. A.  Be^a]»le  to  read  a  mathematical  problem,  interpret 
^luSon^^  ^^texmine  a  meSof^fV 

4.  C.  Estimate  a  reasonable  answer  for  a  problem. 
/   4. p..  Test  accuracy  bf  a  solution  of  the  problem. 

^tii^;j^^?^"'^^^?^^  concepts  and  skills  to  solve 
mathematical  problems.  s>uxve 

5.  B.  Transfer  and  utilize  mathematical  reasonina  and 

»a°1Sl%??uS!o^!'""°"  °*  nathematl^^i^SS^ems., 

*    .  '  .  ^^ttr%SriJlSt~     ~«-^-  to  .a. 

6.  P.  Relate  matiieinatics  to  other  subject  areas  «,n>h 

•      '       science,  art,  music,  etc.        "P^^c^  areas,  sulsh  as 

or^^u^^^l'l^^^i^    Objectives  are  Written  at 
or  office  level,  and  thZ  tn^J.^     ^^^tem-wide  level,  the  divisibn 
are  labeled  with  fpref  ix  wS.V^  ?J  department  level.  'Objectives-/ 
izatidnal  level?  i  e      svs?em  ^t?,-''^'-^'-^^         particular  organ- 
"goal"  is  used  oni;  to  SSbe  ihi^i°\°^^?^°°^-  term^ 
and  is  not  repeated  S  anr^r^wf  '"^"^"^^ 


The  Charles  County  School  Systeitt  Dtfal  Tgstxn<^  gyograiti. 
Aside  fr«^  some  benetxts  which  the  ITB&  my  have  relative- tljross 


comparisons  with  State  and  National  noaSRs,  we  have  not^yet  ^er^^ 
mined,  nor  may  we  be  able  to.determxne,  what  value  these  test 
resuX'ts  would^vhave  in  rel&tidn  to'  our  goalf  and  obDectxves  and  , 
in  the  specificity  requi]ce4  for  v^id 'needs  assessment.  Charles 
county  is  one  of  *the  several  school  systems  that  has  retaine^        ,  . 
its  ownr  more.  e?ctpnsive,  .  testing  program,  usxng  the  MetropoUtan 
Achievement  Test.  ,  fhe  m£  is  adminxste-ced  _xn  grades  l^through  S 
and  qrade  10  and  the  accompanying  Otis-Lennon  I.Q.  test  xs 
administered  in  grades  1  through  10. -^-In  this  thxrd  year  of  our 
SSJ  testing  pSglam,  we  have  bbtai^d  much  insight  into, our  n^eds,  .. 
achxevements  and  weaknesses  through^ry  specxfxc  xtem  anaiysxs,     <  , 
three  years  of  tracking  and  the  measurement  of  many  more  areas 
and  levels  than  are  covered  by  the  .ITBS. 

E  '^Proarfess  of  Schools  Toward  System  Goals  Not  Covered  By 

State  Asaessmen^nstruments.    The  Charles  counry  goai.s_ana 
.ob  jectives  extend  beyond  the  requifements       the^Statf  Acco^t- 
mility  Program  and  cover  all  areas  requxred„  by  the  fxndxngs_of 
Rse  line  data  assessment.    They  apply  to  the  straxghtforward  ^, 
^  management  activities  which  are  designe^  to  P^^f,^$^ i^J^^  ' 
in'the  suppoirt  services  which  make  the  school  system  operate, 
ih-ey  also  apply  to  the  development  of  attitudes .  and  characte^stxcs 
•in  cstudents  as  represented  by  the  goals  and  objectxves  .xn  such 
Sels  af^e  gif  te^d  and  talented,  e\reer  education,  specxal  educatxpn, 
human  relations  and  the  like.    As  a  result  of  some  very  specxfxc  . 
objectives,  we  have  noted  improvement  sxnce^last  year  xn  school 
behavior,,  vocabularjr/  reading  and  other  pertxnent  areas. 

F  Program  Modification  Activities  During  the  Repoai'ting  year  , 

aAd  Plans  for  Further  Modif xcatxon.     As  a  result  ot  our  purveys , 
the  Charles  County  Schools  have  developed  an  Educatxonal  P^oj^^f^.  . 
Contror  committee  both  to  set  up  program,  pro3ect,  and  experxmental 
standards  by  which  to  improve  the  quality  of  ongoxng  and^new  programs 
and  also  to  eliminate  the  proliferation  of  programs  Whxch  exther 

'  are  not  effective  or  create  problems  relative  to  valxd  assessment.. 
Also,  formal  surveys  have  been  conducted  in  the  areas  of  science, 
social  studies  and  language  arts  to-  determxne  varxablfes  and  causes  ■ 
relating  to  exhibited  program  weaknesses.    Much  xs  bexng  done  to 
apply  the  findings  of  our  surveys  and  assessments  toward  program 

'modification  and  insights  into  required  innovative  programs 
and  projects «  .  . 

.,  G.  comments  on  the  Results^of  AccountabjljAy  A^^^ 

Program  for  Uur  System,    'i'he  UhaiMes  County  3tandaiiQXzed  T.g»  Ling  ^ 
wis  dme  Sth  two  seLs'  of  tests:.   The  ITBS  -  (Iowa  Tests  of  ,B^sj.g 
Skills)  Cognitive  Abilities  Tdst;  which  were  ftate-.dxgctjd, 

and  the  CoWity's  own  Metropolitan  Achxevement  Test  (MAT)  and  the  ,  . 
Otis-Lennon  Mental  Abilities.  Test.     Both  I.Q.  tests  placed  Charles 
county  students  at  an  average  j|?6an  non-verbal  I.Q.  ot  y/.  me 


St^at^  average\  mean  non-veibal  i^O    wa^  ihK  q  ^ 
bath  tests  showed  that  student 'prdg?2fa^V^^^ 

snowea  j/^^jmes^s  aXX  grade  levjlls. 


-  standard^forl^^lvS^SKli^ 

schools  with  scorea  f allSe  in^fSo  -^^^^^ 
;^    .Of  the  score 

obvious/ our  comment^' tin^L ' ?S •  oi  appearing  to  restate 'l:he     '  " 

words  of  the  barK^Snh^fSJ-^  c<>xicerii  tho  tf its t  four ^^^^^^  ^  ; 

State  °--^nl  ^^^^^^^^^^  ' 
requirements  for  ieLaJ^^nifv!?^^^^^ 

program  iinpleme^ta?lon!^e  a^^^^  .  ' 

desirable  but  absolutely  necessity  ^f^^3?Ro^^?^^^^^ 
deficiencies  °in  our-^rhi«V  ™  ^  ^f-we^^ntend  to  eliminate 

that  is  Splied  ^Wof SSdltefSTtie  ' 
the.  first  priority  aSong^hf  staSd^L?!^J«^^S?^^^?^^^^^ 
Charles  county  mult  be  the  resou^Ss^°!  4f  ^.o^?^^^i?^=^^^^^^^^^^  ' 
:rand  the  ifeterials        to  meet  the  M^hlZ^J^f  P^^^®'^-^^^^^  "l°"^y  » 
•      •  school;  program?  hithertb  unmet  needs  in  bur  ' 

highest  ratfbf^groSS'^L'tte'  fJ^rf  ^l?""!^'  • '  •  ^ 
-    v;railable  from  local^over™lht  ^h!""?-"^ 

ifograms.    Money 'with  ShiS^?8  exL^  »vf^?-    °^  on  current-  .  ..  ..  . 

to  allocatino  .Dresent  'r^^r\^y^r^c^^  vcix^xuxug  wxien  xt  comes 

to  evaluate /trSIJyzrSrfntXrn^^?^^  do  research. 

«to  translate  SoS  findina^tnJ  ^^^^^  findings;  money  with  whidh 

speoill  l|^ii?nf  Jhe'gff.?ed"  'e^^^t'^f^  Wathematios",  writing, 

which  o-rigJna™d^?hr«™fSJi^to  ^^"^  the  level  of  .  government  '  . 

provide  tge  whlre^?hS?'^6^Sg  ^St^frVf^^^^ 

terms  of  resource*?  anri' o«v,  ,;vl  I-  mandate,  not  only  in 

modified  fawfwMch  wouM  'for^e^^^^  ^ew  and 

.  ^bf  schools  to  imple'm^r^tow'S  ^^L^'^^^^^'^- 
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example. follows  from  the  recently  developed  MSDE  obDectiye^  xn  . 
SoStams  for  special  education  and  the  gifted,  .^hxs^wxll^requxre 
Stlnsive  development  and  growth  of  pupf?.  identifxcatxon  te^hnxques, 
improved  staff  ratios,  staff  inservice  ,train:^ng,  facxlxtxes^and^  . 
a  nmltitude  of  oth6r  types  of  resources.    Here  too  we  look  toward 
State  support  in  both,  resources  and  legislation  to  maxntaxn. 
equitable  instructional  standards  and  growth  xn  these  areas. 
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CHARLES  CdUNTY  -  ' 

TABLE  1.      COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES,  PROFILE* 


COMMUNITY  CHARACTERI^Tyr^^ 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
„  INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN  . 

47,675  , 

$10,377 

27.,d 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL  / 
MALES  25  YEARS  / 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER  / 
'   (MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEAR^) 

—. — —  1  

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  Y£ARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER  v;> 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

3*2.0  . 

xa.o       — ^  ; 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS     (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  X973) 


CXX) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(X2) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(X3). 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

20.x  - 

2X.X 

93.2 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTIC?;      (FOR  X972-X973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(X4) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

CX5) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 

Costs 

4P  M16) 

•  PERCENT 

EXPENSES  " 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION  / 

(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
\    (CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$995.78 

$697.82 

69,6  / 

$26.67 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

^ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19j 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
«  NEL  SERVICES 
COSTS 

^-(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  ' 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.6 

$11.10 

1*1 

(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

'  (7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(8)  , 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

^16,358 

$10,598 

$18,716 

8.6 

17.8 

*SE6  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERHS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THI5  TABtE. 
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CHARtiHSo  COUNTY 
■    TABLE  2. 


fjnKiv/PRT^AL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE  STA'NDAp  AGE  SCORE)* 
S^A^^^^  t<5RADE  EQUIVALENCE),, 

ANJJ  AUAi^c         BY  SKILL, AKEAS    ^  •      !     '  • 


♦  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADaUSTEB  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADE'd  CLASSeS.  ' 
*♦  NUHB6R  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  %9Tf  DtVlfiED  BY  NUMBER  ENROUED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOft  6ACH  SKILL  AftEAr  /  . 


SKILL 
AREAS 

?              '  *] 
i^RASE 

'   (2)       •  • 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS V.  • 
:  ENROLLCa* 

-  13) 

PERCENT  OF 
'STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

(4) 

HiifriER  OF 
SCHOOLS  . 
TESTED 

I  5  J 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SA$)'t 

(V)    ^  '[ 

g)EVIA«QN 
(SDK^ 

h 

(74 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
E^CrgiVALENCS 
(GE)tt 

w 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

;a.340 

9'^.31 

16 

96.7  .\ 

*^  16.16 

$.22 

1.10 

97>55  ^ 

"  i        »  ■  " 
97.7 

16.27 

'a 

,4«i5*. 

1.66 

VOCABULARY  - 

7 

1320 

96.52  . 

5 

97.1 

V    i7.O0  " 

.  6.37 

1.91 

'.    •  " 

1 

1377 

16.20 

97.8 

17.03 

•  7.75 

2.18 

3 

1340 

98«21 

16 

96.7 

16.16' 

.  3.34 

1.18  * 

AEADTNG 

'  5 

1427 

* 

96«92 

^  "  16 

97.7 

16.27 

4.96 

1.54' 

COMPRE-- 
HENSION 

7 

1320 

?6.59 

97.1 

! 

JT.OO 

6.64 

1.64 

9 

1377 

'86.64 

/  \ 

97^8 

17.03 

7.87 

1.99 

3 

1340 

97.46 

16 

96.7 

'  16.).6 

3.80 

1.35 

SPELLING 

1427 

97.62 

16 

^^7.7 

16.27 

5.05 

1.81 

V  7  • 

1320 

96.06 

5 

97.1  ' 

r 

17.00 

6.46 

2.12 

9 

1377 

86..71 

3 

97*8 

17.03 

"  7.79 

2.45 

3 

1340 

98.28  . 

16 

'96.7 

16. X6 

3.79 

1.32'  , 

■ . 

CAPITAL- 
IZATIOR 

■  ..  '  ■■  ■  * 

1427 

97.62 

If 

97.7 

16.27 

y  5.37 

1.63  , 

7 

1320 

96.06 

•    5    .  . 

^7.1 

17.00 

6.75 

1.98 

9 

'  ,  1377 

16.64 

3 

97.8 

ar7.03 

'  7.84 

2.3.3 

(5) 

3 

134b 

98*3.6 

%6 

L 

96.7 

16^16 

3.76 

1.41 

<> 

1  * 

PUNCTUATION 

1427 

•^7.62 

^  16^ 

97.7 

16.27 

1.65 

*  1 

1320 

96.06 

97.1 

it^oo 

'6.^4 
  — — 

1.96 

9v 

.  1577 

16.42 

3 

iK7.8^ 

«  17.03 

7.78  ■ 

2.16 

CHARLES  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERA6E  STANDARD  AGE  SCO^E), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  > 

(CONTINUED)  . 


ft 

iilj 

GRADE 

p  (2) 

NUMBER'  OF 
STUDENTS 
1     ENROLLED  * 

C3) 

PERCENT  OF, 
.  STUDENTS 
TESTED 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5 ) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 

Ave 

SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

^  (7) 

AVERAGE 
-  GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  ft 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
tSD) 

(6) 

3 

1340 

\  98.43 

16 

96.7 

16.16. 

3.49 

1.33  / 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

B 

2.^27. 

97.27 

If  ■ 

16 

97.7 

.  i6«27 

5.09 

1.77  ■ 

7 

1320  - 
— 1  ^  

'  96.29 

5 

•     97.1  . 

17*00 

,   •  6.47 

a«06 

9  "  ' 

1377 

^.20 

3 

97.8 

17.03 

2*32 

(7) 

3 

1340 

99.10 

16 

96.7 

16.16 

3.71  4 

1.20*  . 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

1427 

.97.76 

16 

97.7 

16.27 

5.20 

•     1*52  ■ 

7 

1320 

96.29 

5 

97.1 

17.00 

6.56 

'1' '  ' 
1.76 

0 

9 

1377 

87.00 

3 

97.8 

17.03 

7.77 

2.11 

(6) 

3 

a  340  * 

98.51 

16 

96.7 

16.16 

3,44 

1.02 

HAtWEHATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

1427 

97.34 

16 

97.7 

16.27 

5.30 

1.38 

To 

1320 

9^.98  ' 

 1—-  

5  : 
 —  ^  t 

97.1 

17.00 

6.72 

1.56 

9  *" 

1  1377 

85.04 

=  '! 

97.8 

17.03 

•  •&3 

1.91 

(91 

I  1340 

98.51 

16  1 

96.7  t 

16.16 

3.42 

1.09 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

*  '  1427 

97.34 

t  '  1- 

16 

97.7 

:k6.27 

5.08 

1.36 

7 

1320 

96.14 

5 

97^ 

17.00 

6.r56 

1.67 

9 

1377 

85.04 

3 

97.8 

^  17.03 

7.90 

1.96 

3 

98.66 

16 

96.7 

16.16 

3.45 

1.00 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

V  ^^^^ 

97.34  - 

16 

 *  - 

*  97.7 

16.27 

5.21 

1.28 

o  o 

7  V 

1320 

96.14 

97.1 

17.00 

6.70  ^ 

1.48 

1377 

.85.04 

3 

97.8 

_   f  

17.03 

8.()1 

1.85 

•  AS.  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  "  . 

*♦  NUHIER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRlNtJ,  197A  DIVIDED  BY  fJbHBER.ENROLL^D  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  EACH  SXJLL  AREA.  -  ;  Af PROXIHATELY  3.7,  5.7,  JJ.7,  9.4,  VARVIng  SLIGHTLY  • 
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(ARTHUR  MIDDLETON  -  JOHN  HANSON  MID) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  'LEVEL-r-COMMUNITY  AND  PUj^IC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
■  PROFILE* ■  ^^         .  '  ; 


SCHOOL  NAME  * 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 

V  (2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 

« 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE' 

OR  ABOVE 
C9 )  '  ^ 

\SCH00L  AGE  CHrtDREN 

PC^RCENT 
MSAD- 
VAN-  ' 
tAGED*. 

Uoj 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

-MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

($) 
^   (12)  > 

teacherIadmin^ 

(5)  (6) 

TEACnER|AJ}MIN. 
C7)     1  (8) 

1  \» 

— T"  

ARTHUR  MIDDLETON 


DR  SAMUEL  A  MUDD 


'K-5  622        32.7      95.9  18,0 

K-5  570        19*7      94.7  28.0 


GALE-IAILEY. 


GLASVA 


INDIAN  HEAD 


J  P  RYON 


JAMES  CRAIK 


K-5 

'  ^    PRE  K-'A 
I 

K-5 
K-5 


MALCOLM 


PRE  K-5 


MOUNT  HOPE  EL^M  PRE  K-6 


NANJEMOY 


1-5 


PARKS  J  C  INTERMED  K-5 


PORT  TOBACCO 


T  C  MARTIN' 


PRE  K-6 


PRE  K-6 


WALDORF 

HALTER  J  MITCHELL 
WAYSIDE 

BEL  ALTON  MI£d^ 
GENERAL  SMA|.LHOOD 
JOHN  HANSON  MIDDLE 


K-5 


593  26.2      96.2  21.6 

241  17.2      96.5  X3»D 

671  20.3      95.7  32.0 

667  23.0    .  91.17  .  28,0.' 

653  24.2  *   94.8  26.0 

360  ii^^     95.7  22.0 

182  fa<8*2  '   93.3  9.0 

181  18.1      94.2  9.0 

633  21.1      95.8  29.0 

318  19.9      93.2  15.0 

649  i  21.6      95.^  29.0 

288  22.1      94.8  12.0 


4.9  12.0"  15.8 

j 

1«0          8.4  16.0  24.1 

1.0        10^5  <  23.0  11.5 

6 

1.0      ^    lOf'3  10.0  28.6 

1«0          13.3  21.0  12.1 
\ 

1»0            7.9  18.0  1^ 


K-5      ,    1070        44.6      93.9  23.0 


>349        21.8      91*3  15.0 


PRE  K-6 


6-8 


6-8 

6-8 


,44^4        1^.3  93.1 
667  *      20.5   *  93.5" 
128^  -  *  21.5  94.5, 


29. a 
31. o' 
58.0 


'2^.0«^         5?V    14.0  2^.6 
' 2.0        .  8.6  ^  18.0  30.3 
2.t)   \       5.9      21.0  21.7 


12.2  ^10929.0 

10.3*     '   '  8061.0 

10.5  8301.0 
|il.4  ^545.0 
1108A.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(ARTHUR  W-IDDLETON  -  JOHN  HANSON  MID) 


SCllOOt  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAMe 


TASlE  4^  .RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS, .BY  SKILL 
AREASt  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILJTY  STATISTICALLY  ,  . 
CONTROLLED* 


VOCAntitARY 


SAS 


LAND 
NORM 


SKILL  AREAS  , 
READINi  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

ENCE 


GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MaRY-      OiFFEP-  AVERAGF    MARY-      0IFFE8-  AVERAGE    MaHY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OTFFER. 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

OTFF 
E^ICE 


NORM 


OF 


LANO 
NORM 


akthuk  MIUOLETON 
OR  SAHtCL  A  HUOO 
•ALC-tlAlLLY 
ILASVA 

o 

INUlAN  HEAii 
J  P  KYON 
JAMES  CRAxA 
MALCOLM 

MOUNT  HOPC  CLCm 

*  I 

NANJJMOY 

-PABKS  J  C  INTEHMEO 

poht  tobacco  ^^^"^ 

T  C  MARTIN  ^ 
IfALDONF 


WALTEH  J  MiTCMtL^ 


3  100.6 

St  io<».a 


3  JiOM.O 
5  102.7 


3  9i.5 
b  93.0 


3;  95.2 
b.  07,6 


3^  95.3 
5  101.2 


3  97^7 
5  100,7 


3  101.5 
G  97,8 


9!».3 
96.7 

93.4 
61,6 


«*3,9 
99,1 


^  98, S 
b  iOO.9 


93,7 
5  100.0 


WAYSlOr 


^3,9 
93,9 


92,3 
97.0 


97,6 
9A.5 


86,9 
89,8 


3.62 
5.M2 


3.a5 

5. no 


2.77 
4.22 


2.84 
4.10 


3.35 
4.89 


3.40 
5.42 


3.39 
5.65 


2.89 
4.4f 


2.47 
3.4n 


2.89 
4,81 


5,36 
5,16 


2,9? 
4.68 


3,21 
4«36 


2.86 
4,50 


3.21 
4.70 


2.59 
«»*19 


3.60 
5.54 


3.79 
5.<ll 


3.Q0 
4.55 


♦  •02 
-.12 


4.06 
4.09 


•fc23 
-.33 


3..73 


3,79 
5.47 


3.05 
4,35 


3.66 
S.61 


3.87 
5.*»7 


3.04 
4,b7 


♦  .07 

♦  .Oil 


*.0» 

♦.do 


4-.01 

-.92 


4*02 
.9.76 


4;S7 
5i78 


3*17 
H.64 


4.00 '  ♦..ni^ 

6.75  •♦.Ot 


3,77 
5,!ro 


4.21  1  +#16  i.  3,78 
li.Gl    .  ♦.17   "  5.74 


3.<l2 
4.88 


-.25 
-.24 


3.00 
4.73 


3.67 
5.79 


3,64 
5.65 

I. 

3.17 
4.04 


-.29 

*J  V 


-•It 

-.21 


.%17 
4.10 

-%33 
4.00 

3,09 
4.34 

"    3.24  - 
4.23  ' 

-.15  , 
♦  •11 

3,ft7 
4,78 

3.62 
4.50 

♦  .05" 

♦  .t)l 

3.10 
(^•62 

3*34 
4.55 

-,2H 
♦  .Ot 

3.28 
5.24 

♦  .'07 
-.35 

3.43 
5.09 

3.32 
'5.34 

♦  .11 
-.25 

3.A4 
5.PS 

3.68 

5.JI7 

-.04 
-.22 

3.59  , 
5.37 

3.39 
5.51 

♦  .20 

3.43 
5,2b 

-.03 
♦  .16 

3.54 
5.11 

3,48 
5,33  . 

♦  ••06 
-.22 

3.87 
.5.50  . 

3.83 
5.46 

♦  .04  3.*J9 

♦  , OH  ^^5.59 

^•52 
5.51 

♦  i07 
♦.Ot  * 

3.65 
5.07 

-,?6 
♦  .b8 

3,43 

3.74 

*<l>  14 

.r.28 

♦  ,40 

.3.79 
5.63 

4,06 
&«27 

-.27 
->.35 

^•38 

5,54 

*  3.71 
5^32 

-.35 
♦  •22 

3.28 
4.93 

-.30 
-.52 

3.10 
4,75 

3,32 
5,02 

-.22 
-.27 

?•*»»» 
5.01 

^,68 
5,15 

-.24 
-.1* 

3.27 

f 

3.38 
5.21 

-.11. 
-.10 

V  * 

3.oa 

3.76 

-.61  ♦ 
-.36 

2.6T 
3«63 

3.14 
3.86 

-,4.r 

-.23 

3.ni 
4 .08 

3.52 
4il2 

-r5l''' 

2.91* 
3.98 

3.2ft 
4,19 

V" 
i*.9l 

-,2? 
-.10  . 

2,92 
4.95 

.3,17 
5,04 

-,25 
-♦09 

3..^7 
5^4 

3*55 
5.30 

-.18 
-,1ft 

3^19 
5.24 

*3.28 
5,33 

^-•09 
-•09 

3^48 
5,24 

-,12 
-.09 

3.47 
5.13 

3,54 
5,32 

-.07 
-,19  , 

3.14, 
5.46 

•5.45 

♦  ,05 

♦  .01 

3.58 
5.17 

3,57 
5.50 

f.Ql 
-,33 

3,20 
5.19 

-.28 
-.31 

2.96 

4r96 

t 

3,22 
»  5,27 

-.26 
-.31 

,   3V79  • 

'n,*4 

3,59 
5,40 

♦  •20  , 

♦  •04 

3.31 
5^49 

3,31 
5,44 

♦  .00' 

♦  .05 

3,18 
4.71 

♦  ,os 

-,35 

3.25 
4,64 

3,22 
4^80 

♦  ,03 
•-.16 

3*75 
4.07 

3.59 
4,96 

♦  .16 

♦  .01 

3.60 
4.82 

3.31 
5,02 

♦  .29 
-.20 

3,13 
5.03 

-,27 
-,53 

3.13 
4.62 

*  3,14 
5.09 

-,01 
-.47 

3.^6 
4.06 

3.51 

5r22 

♦  .15 
-•26 

3.54 
5^08 

3.25 
5,27 

♦  ,29 
-.19 

3»42 
5,10 

-,2J 
-,4ft 

3,43 
4,94 

^3.47 
5.17  ' 

-.04 
-.23 

^.70 
5.10 

3.82 
5,30 

-•1? 
-.20 

3.4-1 
5.32 

3.51 
5^35 

-.04 
-,03 

2.72. 
4.31 

-.W 
-.12 

2.57 
4.40 

2,74 
4,42 

-.17 
-,02 

3.01 
4,46 

3,14 
4,66 

-.IS 
-•20 

2»M 
4^80 

2.93 
4,72 

-.02 
♦  .08 

BLL  ALTON  ;IPDL& 

7 

67fc6 

b. 

31 

5,49 

-•18 

5. 

89 

•I*. 25 

5 

.58 

5/89 

-•31 

6.15 

ft.OO 

GENERAL  SMALLWOOD 

7 

95,1 

bi 

10 

(^•26 

-.1ft 

6. 

40 

6.35 

♦  .05 

6 

6.49 

^••17 

6.59 

6*63 

«|0»)N  HANSO  I-  MItOLE 

7 

97.1 

6. 

47 

•6.49^ 

-.02 

6. 

76 

6.55 

♦  .21 

6 

.ft7 

6^68 

-.01 

6.61 

ft.80 

♦.15 
-.19 


t    SEE  CHAPTER  4t  SECTION  -V.1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND^  EXFLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
ACCOHFANVrWG  "Dl  FFERENCE»»  SCORES. 
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CHARLtS  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


NO^MS, 


TABLE  5*.  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  'SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AHEaS 


VOCABULARY 


SCHOOL  NAME 


RMDIWO  COlltPREHCNSION  LANeUA«E  TOTAL  HATHEHATICAL  tOT/lt 

WAOE  AVERA6E  AVERaSF.  rwjjjY-      OIFFrp-  AVERAU    MARY-     'oIFFIR-  AVErA.E  MARY- 

Lawn  CfCb  "  


SAS 


NORM 


AKtHUH  MlOOLEToN  '       ^5  iOO.6 
5  1OM.0 


OR  5/IHllEL  A  HUUO 

\«AliE-UAXLEt 

/   .  ^ 

< 

:  W.ASVA 

IhOlAN  HeAj 
"  J  P  RVOW 

JAMES  C^AiK 

MitLCOLH 

MOUNT  l«OI»e  £LEM 
NANJEMOY 


^  lOtl.O 
5  .102.7 


91.5 
93.0 


3  95.2 
b  07.6 


3  95.3 

5  101.2 

3      97. f 

•&  100.7 


3  101.5 
5  97.0 


95.3 
96.7 


93»(» 
01.6 

"93.9 
99.1 


3.62 
.  5,M2 


3.05 
5.50 


2.77 

<i».22 


2.At| 
<I.10 


3.35 
«.a9 


3*«»0 
5.(12 


3.39 
5.65 


2.09 
4.01 


2.47 
3.<»& 


2.09 

(»;0l 


3.23 
*  <I.10 


>.3o 

».on 


3.2J 

5.27  ^  *.3fl 


3.39 
5.23 


3.6% 
<».9S 


3.2<* 
^.00 


3.12 
3.50 


3.15 
5.09 


♦  .01 

♦  .10 


-.25 
♦  .67 


-.35 
-.1*7 


3.09 
0.34 


3.03 
5.09 


3.54 
5.11 


3.43 
5.54 


3.10 
4.75 


-.69  •  2,67 
-.10  3.63 


-.26 
-.2fl 


2^92 
4.95 


LAND 
NORM 


3.64 
5.63 


*3.57 
5.46 


3.04 
4.67 


3.20 
4.24 


3.29 
5.53 


3.45 
5.29 


3.70 
5.06 


3.29 
4.97 


3.16 
3.75 


3.20 
5.17 


^NCE 


♦  .09 

♦  .02 


•.00 
♦  .01 

♦;oi 

-.32 


-.19 

'♦.10' 


♦  .14 
-.24 


♦  .09 
-.i0 


-.27. 
♦^.40 


-.19 
-•22^ 


-.49 
-.12 


-.20  , 
-.2« 


•E 


4.02 
5.76 


4.^7 

5^70 


3*17 
4.64 


3.67 
4.70 


3.64 
5.?5 


3.07 
5. no 


3.79 
5.63 


3.44 
S.ni 


3.01 
4.  no 


3*37 
5.14- 


LAND 
NORM 


3.99 
5.70 


4*20 
5.62 


3*42 
4  .09 


3.65 
4.40 


3  #66 
5.5t 


5.01 
"S.47 


DIFFER-  average'  HARY»  OtFFER 


ENCE 


♦  .03 
-.02 


♦  .17 

♦  .16 


-.2«5 
-.S5 


♦<.02 
♦  .50 


-.0? 
-t26 


♦  .06' 

♦  •03 


5.77 
S.50 


3.70 
5.74 


'3.00 
4.73 

3.19 
4.62 


3.59 
5.37 


3«59 
5.59 


4.04  -.25  3.30 
5.25.  ^    ^.30  5.54 


3.66 
5^17 


3.54 
4.02 


3. 57 
5.35 


.16 


-.53 
♦  .06 


-.20 
'  V.21 


3.27 
5.11 


2.91 
3.90 


3.19 
5.24 


MhKS  J  C  INTERmEO 

3 

b 

90.0 
100.9 

3.36 
5.15 

*3.47 
^•24 

-.11 
-.09 

3.-47 
5.13 

.  3^52 
5.31 

-.05 
-.10 

3.94 
5.46 

3.00 
5.49 

0 

♦  .06 
-.03 

•  3.50 
5.17 

PORT  TOBACCO 

3 

b 

93.7 
100.0 

2.92 
4«M 

•  3.1«* 
5.17 

-.52 
-.20 

.  2.96 
4.96 

3.10' 
5.24 

-^22* 
-*20 

3.79 
5.44 

3.56 
5.42 

♦  .23 

♦  .02 

3.31 
5.49 

;  T  C  MAHTXN 

3 

^  b 

93.9 
93.9 

3.^1 
4^36 

\ 

3.1S' 
4.64 

♦  .06 
-.20 

"  '3.25 
4.64 

3.20 
.  4.75 

♦  .05 
-.11 

3.75 
4.07 

3.57 

jl.96 

♦  .10 

♦  .01 

3.60 
4.02 

WALDORF 

3 
5 

92.3 
97.0 

?.06 
4.50 

'  3.05 
'  4.91 

-.19  . 
-.41 

*  3.13 
4.62 

3.09 
5.00 

♦  .04 
-.30 

3.66 
4.06* 

3.47 
5.19 

♦  .19 
-.23 

3.54 

s.no 

WLTCft  J  MITCHLLL 

3 
5 

97.6 
90.5 

3.21 
4.70 

^.04 

>  -.10 
"  -.34 

3,43 
4.94 

3.44 
5.12 

-.01 
-.10 

3.70 
5.10 

3.00 
.  5.31 

*fin 

«'.21 

•3.47 

5.32 

•«AY£XOF 

3 
b 

•6«9 
•9.0 

2.59 
0.19 

a. 70 

4.29 

-.11 
-.10 

2.57 
4.40 

2.73 
4.42 

-.16 
-.02 

3.nl 
4.46 

3.14 
4.65 

-.13 

-.19 

2.91* 
4.00 

•tL  ALTON  MIDDLE 

• 

7 

07,6 

5.31 

5.45 

-.14 

5.09 

5.62 

♦  .27  ' 

5.50  ' 

5.06 

-.20 

6.K 

•ENERAL  SMALtwOOO 

7 

95.1 

6.10 

6.20 

-.10 

6.40 

6'.  37 

♦  .03 

6.32 

6.52 

-.20 

6.59 

JOHN  HANSON  MIDDLE 

7  , 

97.1 

6.47 

6.50 

-.03 

6.76 

6.57 

♦.19 

6.67 

6.70 

-.03 

6.61 

LAND 
I^M 


3.67 
5.02 


3*05 
5.6$ 


3.17 
4.94 


3.57 
4.54 


3,37 
5.55 


3.51 
5.51 


3.71 
5.^0 


3.37 
5.22 


3.27 
4.09 


3,30 
5.39 


3.57 
5.53 


3.29 
5.46 


3.30 
5.01 


3.21 
5.24 


•3.50 
5«35 


ENCE 


♦aft 

-*32 


1>.07\ 


2.92 
4.70 


6.00 
6.69 
^,6.00 


-•17 
-.21 


-.27 
♦  .00 


.♦.22 
-.10 


♦  .00 
4.00 


-.33 
c^.24 


-.10 
-.11 


-.36 
-.11 


-•11 
-.15 


♦  •01 
-.36 


♦  .02 

♦  .03 


♦  •30 

-#19 


♦  •33 
-.16 


-.03 
-.03 


-.01 
♦  .10 


♦.15 
-.10 
-.27 


A^'te"13c'iD?^?E\lNctA^  °'  '^^^"^  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (.) 
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TABLE  3.'    SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PlJBLiC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
"   PROFILE*  • 


SCHOOL  WAHE 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

- 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

L-fi: — 1 

PUFIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

«-a 

694 

2».4 

93.9 

6-8 

866 

19,  T 

*95.0 

.9-12 

1010 

18.3 

90.3 

9-12" 

1608 

22.6 

86.8 

s 

9-12 

1678 

23.0 

8.i.9 

TOTAL  NO. 


teacherUdmin 

(5)     I  M6) 


{AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHERfADMfN. 
(7)     I  (8) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER^S 
DEGREE 

OR  AlOVI 
19  > 


SCHOOL 

—  1 

AGE  CHILDREN 

perceSt 

DISAD- 
vVAN- 
TAGED 
flO) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

Income 
($) 

(12) 

10.1 

12.0 

103«^,0 

10.6 

T 

12»2 

11477.0 

21«  2 

11.9 

976I.0 

^  13.1  <b 

11*7  ' 

7Q  f  Ji*U 

12*1 

11165*0 

Sr 

m 

u 

1 

% 

4 

MATTHEW  HENSON 
HILTON  H  SOHERS 
LA  PLATA  SR  hIGH 
LACKEY  SR 
THOMAS  STONE 


vS^E  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


32.0  2.0 
42*0  2.0 

52.1  3^0 
67.0  ,4.0 
^9.0  4.0 


7.5      11.5  28.2 


.  V 


ERIC 


4-182 


(MATTHEW  HENSON  -  THOMAS  STONE)  '  .         '        .       .*  ; 

f 

TABLE  4^     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL  ^ 
AREAS t  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


CHARLt^  COjftTY  f 
SCHOOL  SYbTtM 


SKILL  AREAS 

VOCARULARY  REAOINO  COHPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  *:TX)TAL 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRAlE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE     MARY-      OtFFFc  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEpAGE     MARY-      OlFFrR.  AVERA.GE  ^IFFER- 

*  LAND        LHCt  LAND        ENCE  UNO        EfKE  LANO    q  E'^'CE 


•SA5 


LANO  triCE 
Gl  NORM 


LANO 
GE  NORM 


"NatTHLW  HtH50l< 
HILTON  M  SOMEHS 

LA  PLmTA  Si<  HIbH 

LACKEY  SK 

THOMAS  STONE 


7  97,0  6.64 
7     1U3,4  .  6.A4 


7,33 

7^70 

9      ^9.2  '7.95 


y  93.1 
9  99.1 


ft, US 
7.1b 

7.66 
A. 32 


6.62 

-.31  7. OS 
-.33  7,aa 
•  .(4(4  7.90 
-.37        a .05 


6.53 
7.17 


♦  •09  6.«S9 
-.12 


GE  NORM 

6*65        ♦.04^  6«6^ 


7.34  ♦.10 
6.05  -.15 
6.07  t.dl 


7,nl  ^7.20 
7.?1  7.62 


-.lo  7.27 
-.m    ^  7.59 


7.73 

n.11 


fl«16 
A.22 


.(»3 
•  11 


1    see  CHAPTER  ^1  SECTION  ^.1.2  FOR  DJBPINITIONS  OP  TEAMS  USED  ANP  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (•) 
ACEOMPANYINC  "DIPPEHENCE"  SC0RE5. 


8.0^ 
A. 22 


NOR'^ 

6.77  -.15  ' 
7',  39  -.12 


,  7.70 
A.3t» 
li.^7 


-.11 
-.38 
-.1ft 


231 
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(MATTHEW  HENSON  ~  THDMAS,  STONEy 

TABLE  5.*  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND.. NORMS ,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS ^  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
CM*Rtes 'COUNTY  .     „  ^STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  - 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM       .  o 

•  •••  ••.«.  .  '  ^M^i.  AHEaS 

VOCABW.ARY  RE*OIN«  COMPdEHEN^ION  LAnCUAGC  TOTAL  '  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

SCHOOL  N«C         «A.C  AVERACC  AVER.ftC    HART-      DIFFER.  AVERA«    HARY-      DIFFER-  AVE«*«    HARY-      OIFFPR.  AVERAOE    MARY-  DIFFER- 
cAc  hJ-S  '    _        l-*NO.       ENCE  LAfiO        ENCE  LAND.  ENCE 

SAS  ftE        NOHH  OE        NORM      .  5E       NORM     '  ge  NOW 


MAfTHCW  H&NSO}« 

7 

97,0 

6.5I*  ^ 

Af '»9 

♦  .05 

6',62 

6*56' 

♦  •06 

6v^9 

6.69 

♦  .on 

6.62 

6.07 

-.25 

MltTOri  H  bOHCHb 

7 

I03,il 

7.19 

-•35 

7,05 

7.20 

-.15 

7.01 

7.26 

-.25 

7.27 

7.  •17 

"-.20 

LA  PLATA  SH 

9 

95,1 

7.33 

7;  57 

-.2h 

7,HH 

7.39 

♦  .on 

7.?1 

-.<♦? 

7.n9 

7.75 

-.16 

LACKKY  SH 

9  ■ 

99, X 

7,7d 

n;26 

7;90 

5.091 

-.19 

7.73 

0<22 

-.H9 

0.02 

O.ilO 

-.30 

T^IOHAS  STorJC 

9 

99,2 

7,95 

■  1  \J  

*»,27  , 

-.32 

^.00 

6.11 

-.03  " 

n.ii 

0.23 

-.1? 

0.22 

0.«1 

ACCOMPANYING  "DIffERENCC"  SCORES. 
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IiOCftii  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACqOUNTABILITy  ASSESSMENT  INFOEMATION 


4.10 


DORCHESTER  COUNTY  \,   •  ' 

School  System  Go^ls  and  Objectives 


ST 

A,  Coujaty  Point  of  View,    Dorchester  County  has  accepted  the 

Governor  and  the  Gener  al  As seiSbly '  s  charge  to  pi^ovide  c[ata  in  the 
Maryland  Accountability  Assessment  Program*    ASa 9  system^  we  have 
felt  that  there  is  a  need  for  continued  evaluation  of  the  quality 
of  the  .instructional  program  as  it'^relates  to  re'ading,  writing, 
and  mathematics.    Overall,  we  have  been  aware  that  Dorchester 
County's  students  cannot  be  compared  student--by-student  to  those 
counties  which  have  a  higher  Socio-economic  background, '  nor ^ can 
they  be  compared  favoxi^bly  in  light  of  parentsa  educatic^al  achieve- 
ment and  higher  educational  expectations.     It  is  rnOSi^ 'difficult 
to '"compare  children's  scores  ftdm  homes  where  the  median . educa- 
tional achievement  is  slightly  b^low  the  ninth  grade  level  as  >s 
the  case  in  Dorchester  County  td  children  who  qonie  from  homes 
where  the  parental  level  of  achievement , on  the  average  is  at  least  ^ 
fourteen  years  of  college  level*    We  are  very  pleafeed  \that  our 
/Accountability  Achievement  Levels,  when  compared  to  the  basic 
students*  capabilities  and  potentif^- fsr  learning.,,  ^  is  substantially 
favorable  #v  The  administrative-si:^6rvis:0ry  st  the  ' 

principals  and  teachers  of  the  various  schoolsy  hais,  made  a  con- 
certed effort  to.  provide  a  program  of  county-wide  assessment  in 
line  with  legislative  requirements .     The  following  steps. have ^ 
taken  place  on  a  system-wide  basis,  '  , 

•       .233  ■  ■  .  ■  . 
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Even  before  the  Accountability  Legislation  was  mandated 
into  law,  Dorchester  County  school  personnel  had  begun  to  develop' 
a  process  of  goals  establishment  in  order  to  evaluate  progress  in 
each  of  its  schools.     This  was  done  in  conjunction  with  the  bi;dget- 
ary  process.     The  first  step  in  this  process  was  a  needs  assess- 
ment.   Each  school,  its  individual  parent  group,  and  administra- 
tive-supervisory component  were  asked  to^provide  input.    When  this/ 
was  completed,  priorities  were  established  for  the  system  and 
for  each  particular  school;  Long-term  and  shqirt-term  goals  were 
"then'  the  natural  outcomes  that  followed*     These  steps  were  taken 
lander  the  adopted  policy  by  the  i  Dorchester  County  Board  of  Educa- 
tion which  had  previously  adopted  a  county  "Educational' Philosophy" 
and  "General  Educational  Goals"  for  student  accomplishment.  Major 
activities  that  covered  i:he  whole  breadth  of  educational  implemen- 
t:ation  then,  followed.       "  \  [  ^  . 

Dorchester  County  School  System  Goals.     Ba'sed  upon  j  the^ 
State-wide  GoalsMn  Reading,  Writing,  and  MathematicA.  adopted  by" 
the  Maryland  State  5oard  of  Education,  Dorchester  Courity  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals:.  V 

In  Reading,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  elemen- 
tary-secon^dary  teading  program  of  Dorchester  County  School  System 
^should  be:  able,  according  to  his  ability  and  background  of 
experiences,  to': 

^  .  '     .   ■  ' 

l.A.  Identify  personal  purposes  for  using  a  variety  of 
print  and  nonprint  materials.  ^ 

1.  B.  Select  Materials  which  are  suitable  both  in  level 

of  difficulty,  and  in  content  from  a  wide  variety 
of  available  print . and  nonprint  materials. 

2.  A.  Apply  a  usable  method  for  recognijzing  words  and 

understanding  contextual  meaning. 

*2.B.  Pronounce  instantly  and  simultaneously  many 

familiar  words  and  identify  their  appropriate 
meaning, 

^* 

3.  A.  Determine  the  intent  of  the  communication. 

3.  B.^  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  ask  appropriate  ques- 

tions and  to  find  reasonable  answers  based  on 
-  -       the  content  being  discussed  or  read. 

4.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  follow  directions , 

'    4.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  td  locate  resources  that 
^  relate  to  the  individual's  needs. 
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Demonstrate  the  ability  td  obtain  information. 
4.b.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  understand  basic  forms. 

.4.E.  Pursue  the  habit  of  personal  reading  of  print  and 
,  nonprint  materials.. 

.      -5  .A".  Regard  reading  as  a  major  tool  for  meeting  individual, 
educational,  and  personal  goals. 

'     In  Writing,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  .  elemen- 
tary-s'econdary~wrItxng  program  of  Dorchester  County  School  System 
should  be  able,  according  to  his  ability  and  background  of  .  » 

experienced,  to:  ^  .  ,  ; 

'         1,      Record  his  thoughts  and  feelirigs  in  generally 
acceptable  forms  that  others  can  understand;. 

2. A.  Use  the  writijag  process  to  respond  to  the  demands 
and  obligations  of  society.     "  , 

2.B.  Use  the  w±iting  process  to  respond  to  the  demands 
of  business  and  vocational  situations. 

'      .  3.      Utilize  writing  to  fulfill  personals  and  social  needs. 

In  Mathematics,  each  student  who  has  completed-  the  ; 
elementary-secondary  mathematics  program  of  ,Dorchesteri  County 
School  System  should  be  able ,.  according  to  his  abilxty  and"  back-  •  ., 
ground  of  experiences ,  tG : 

l.A.  Recall  and  usfe  the  language  of  mathematics  (def ini- • 
tions  and  symbols) . 

•    l.B.  tount  using  a  number  system* 

1.  e.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  analyze  a  number  system. 

2.  A.  Use  a  numerical  system  and  perform  mathematical 

computations.  "  ' 

. 2 ,bI' Solve  simple  equations  and  inequalities . 

^  ,  3. A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  make  concrete  represen- 

/  tations  from  abstract  mathematical  idesis.  ■ 

3.  B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  form  abstractions  from 

.  physical' orepresentations. 

3.C.  Understand  the  applidations'of  ratio  and  proportion. 
3.D.  Make  and/or  interpret  graphs,  table,  and  charts. 


3.  E.  Understand  basic  geome'tric  principles, 

4.  A.  Develop  a  logical  sequence  in  the  solution 

of  verbal  prpblems. 

4*B,  Be  able  ta  solve  a  word  problem.  .   /  ' 

5.  A.  Solve  functional  mathematical  problems.:  know  what 

is.  asked,  deteirmine  what  is  given^  solve  the  ; 
problem,  and  use  the  solution  to  arrive  at  a 
decision. 

'  r'"  ■  * 

5.B*^  Understand  and  use' measurements •  ^ 

.  ■  ■        ,      «*    -  ■  .  . 

€.A.  Be  able  to  recognize  the  contribution  that  mathe- 
matics has  made  to  the.  progress  of  civilization. 

6.6.  Exhibit -the  ability^  to  use  mathematics  for  ef  ficie^it 
personal  management  of  money  and  resources  • 

Steps  to  Achieve  Goals.     School  Personnel: 

Developed  t;|irough  committee  wprd  a  statement  of  our 
existing  curricjilum  from  K  -  12,  including^kll  subject' 
areas  (Completed  1973-74) ;     ,  jr  '  < 

6  '  ^  t       .  .       *      *  ti    .  . 

EstabJ-ished  seven  coiranunity-baseii  school,  building  con-  . 
struction  committees  that  have  ccftnp.lefeedVor  are  in  the  ^ 
process,  of  completing  educational /specif  ications :  Sandy 
Hill  Elementary  School;  North  poj:^ester  Middle  School? 
Cambridge-South  Dorchester  High:  School;    Vienna  Elemen-  1 
tary  School;  Cambridge  Elementaocy' Number  Two;  North 
^Bbrchester  High  School  Reevaluation' afld 'Reassessment; 
and  lAe  South  Dorchester  K  -  q  Reevaluation  and  Rev±.sion. 
Siibc6ram:^ttees  have  been  •established  to  initiate  new,, 
progr^s.  anidi  upgrade' existing  .programs; 

Utilised  Title  I  funds,  of  the  Elementary  Secondary 
Education  Act  at  .  the  p'rimary  levels  to  assist  those 
children  froin  low-  income  families,  to  adjust  to  the 
school's^ prograA  and  to  develop  ^  cbmpetency  in  fundar"  • 
mental  reading.  Writing,  and  computation  skills;. 

Utilized  Title  'II  funds  of  the  ESEA  Legislatioh  to 
develop  and  expand  library  resoUrcefe  throughout ' thQ 
county  in  order  to  upgrade,  enrich,  and .extend  students' 
reading  abilities*; 

Established  a  Title  IV  ESEA  program  to  facilitate  the 
integration  of  , faculties  and  student,  bodies.    This  was 
then,  coor^ina.ted  with  Emergency  SchdoJ.  Assistance  funds 
to.  .prpvide  in-depth  seirvices  for  student^  having  serious' 
adjustment  problems; 
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(7) 


(8) 


(9) 


(10) 


(11) 


(12) 


(13> 


(14) 


(15) 


Utilized  Title  VI  funding  of  thfe  ESEA  to^  establish  a 
system-wide  special  services  unit,  Including  super- 
visory and  psychological  support,  and  </hich  was 
designed  to  assist  children  with  special  needs?  ^ 

Utilized  the  services  of  Dti  Russell  G.  Stauffer, 
Dr.  Marian  Stauffer,'  Dr.  Alice  Pieper,  Dr.  Donald 
Glimes,  and  State  Department  personnel  for  mservice 
progtams  to  improve  teachers'  skills  in  organizing, 
planning,  and  implementing  the  instructional  process? 

Developed  the  "Right  to  Read"  program  and  encouraged 
individual  schools  to  provide  a  set  reading  period 
daily  in  their  scheduling  with,  many  resources  available 
to  encourage 'self-selection  of  reading  materials; 

Remodeled  and  j^ovated  many  Of  our  older  facilities 
to  provide  the  opportunities  for  teachers  to  engage  in 
"open  area"  educational  ins trructional  techniques?, 

*  •  ^  *  ■  •  . 

Piloted  a  "Think-Read-Math"  progtam  at  Maces  Lane  School 
to  revitalize  and  interest  stud.ents  in  improving 
fundamental  skills?^ 

•       ■  "  ■  ■      "  ' 

Encouraged  school-wide  involvement  'projects  such _  as 
the  "shirtsleeves"  program  at  North  Dorphester  High 
School  (This  is  related  to  the  Bicentenniai  celebration 
'  and  covers  a  gamut  of  activities,)?  . 

Refined  our '  curriculum -^process,  through  the,  establishment 
of  subject  area  and  Vertical  Curriculum  Committees  to 
study,  prepare,  and  readjust  curriculum  content  and 
skills  for  approval  and  i-mplementation  by  the  Permanent 
Curriculxim  Committee?  .  , 

Realigned  our  Line  and  Staff  -Table  of  Organization  to 
provide  for  more  efficient  and  effective  operation  of > 
the  total  school  program  and 'to  better  utilise  our 
existing  personnel  in  the  improvement  of  iiistruction ; 

Adopted  and  implemented  the.  Continuiun  program  of  Special' 
Education  to  provide  indepth  education  for  all  children 
in  Dorchester  County?  *        ,  . 

^Conducted  a  comprehensive  Indicators  of  Quality  inservice 
program  "Vith  the  assistance  of  State  Department  personnel 
Every  teacher  in  the  system,  particificited  and  the  instruc- 
tional process  in  schools  was  evaluated.    All  sixth  and 
eighth  grade  students  in  ,fehe  system  were  tested  with  the 
Lorge  Thorndike  and  Stanford  Achievement  tests.  Their 
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individual  scores  were  compared  to  provide  a  country- 
wide measure  of  the  educational  process.    We  were 
pleased  to  see  that  the  results  of  these  tests  were 
Closely  correlated  with  our  Accountability- scores. -• 
Thxs  information  provided  us  with  an  additionar^^aiag* 
nostic  respurce  to  use  as  a  basis  for  recommending 
procedures  to  improve  our  skills  programs  in  the  funda- 
mental skills  aBea,  /        .  ' 

■  •  ■■  ■       ■  ' 
P^J^fction  for  FY  '76.-  Continuous  evaluation  of- our" 
FY  ■75  Educational  Objectives  provided  a  more  effective 
projectidn  of  our  educational  objectives  for  FY  '76. 
These  objectives  are  indicative  .of;. our  improvement  as 
an  educational  team  to  provide  educational  goals  that 
are  more  effectively  accountable  and  which*  are  geared  ' 
more  closely  to  meeting  the  heeds  of  our  •Students. 

FY  '76  Objectives  are:  .  . 

'Provide  effective  and  efficient  implementation  of 
educational  programs  for  youth  and  adults . 

'  '        s-»°*-  ,  ■  .  —       <    ■■  •  -  ■ 

-Provide  a  program  of  reading  experiences  that  allows 
each  child  the  opportunity  to  achieve  according  to  his 
ability  and  background  of  experiences. 

Provide  a  program  of  mathematical  experiences  that  allows 
each  child  the  opportunity  to  achieve  according  to  his  ' 
ability  and  background  -  of  experiences. 

Provide  a  program  of  written  communication  that  allows 
each  child  the  opportunity  to  achieve  a  level  of  X 
literacy,  fluency,  or  proficiency  according  to  his 
ajbility  and  background  of  experiences. 

"Provide  a  reinforcing  and  positive  educational  environ-^ 
ment  which  is  implemented .on  the  integration  of  pro- 
cedures and  techniques  of  individualization,  small  group 
activity,  interpersonal  regard,  and  creativity  for 
each  child.  - 

Provide  models  for  the  activities  that  assj,St  each  child 
in  building  a  system  of  Values  that  promotes  worthy 
citizenship,  effective  human  relations,  and  an  apprecia- 
tion of  the  resources  and  cultures  of  his/her  environment. 

Provide  each  child  with  scientific  stimuli  that  will 
increase  his  awareness,  allow  him  to  conj,ectnre,  estab- 
lish experimental  procedures ,  and  draw  conclusions. 
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'  DORCHESTER  COUNTY  '         "  ,,         •  - 

$       .      TABLE  1.   .   COMMUNITY. AND* PUBCIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


COHHUNITY  CHARACTERlST^g^ 


POPgLA-KfON 

(2)  . 

.MEDIAN* 
'FAMILY 
IfiCOME 

\  (3) 

'  PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

29r405 

V-  S7r702  . 

39,6 

 • —  ^ — '  

i\) 

EDUCATIONA'L  LEVEL 
,  MALES  25  YEARS 

OF,>rGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YWRS) 

-  <5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  is  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL. yEARS) 

;  9.2, 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS    tAjS  OF^  SEPTEMBER,  197i) 


16) 

■  TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

ay.  , 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(fl)  , 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY  . 

\average 

•YEARS 

Teaching 
experience 

<                                        •  • 

110) 

average. 

YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
•EXPERIENCE" 

•6r300 

S10r031 

 " 

Si4r679 

io;9  . 

22.4  ^ 

111) 

^  'percent  staff  , 
masters  jxegrees 

OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

itHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

'PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

15.fi      ,  , 

lfi«l  ' 

92.9 

C.^  FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS      (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOLYEAR) 


(14)  ' 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

•  (15) 

PER  PUPIL  • 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

%. 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
IN^^TRUCTION 

(17) 

ADHlNlSTRATm 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
'      COSTS M 

$lr004.83 

S731.63 

73.0  . 

$33.15  o- 

— r  :  

(Ifi) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
'\    PER  pgPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  ' 

'  allotted  to 
pupil,  personnel 
serviceS"^-^ 

3.3 

S5.05 

0.5 

ERIC 


*Ste  APPPNDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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DORCHESTER  COUNTY  *:  ' 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE . STANDARD  AGE  SCORE ) 
:     ■      '      •      .     ^ND  ACADEMI'C  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE)  , 

BY  SKILL  AREAS 


r.  > 


SKILL 
^REAS 

^  (1) 
' GRADE 

(2)  < 

.NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED*' 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

.(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDAfU) 
AGE  * 

$core 

;(SAS)t 

.  (6) 

STANDARD 
(SP) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE  * 
(GE)++.^ 

(6)  • 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SP) 

(1) 

3 

465 

96*13 

•  11 

•  *> 

-'95i.6 

15.91  • 

493 

99.60 

11 

91.5  - 

,  .^5.62 

4.61 

'1»57 

VOCAIULARY 

7 

467 

94.43 

3  . 

93.7 

;  16.1^ 

5^96  / 

'l«i3 

f 

9 

466 

91.77 

3 

9|.6 

15#70 

7*46 

2*15 

.(2) 

3 

465 

96.13 

11 

91.6 

15.91 

3.14 

 ^ 

1.14 

REAPING 

5 

4^3 

99.60 

11 

91.5 

19.62 

^•76 
 .±=^ 

1*43 

COMPRE- 
HENSION 

7  ^ 

467 

94»43 

3  ' 

93.7 

0 

6.25 

1*40 

« 

9 

4t6 

91.77 

3  • 

15.70  ' 

7*77 

1.95 

C3) 

9 

3 

465 

96.13 

s  11  ^ 

91.6 

15.91 

3.62  ^~ 

1.35 

SPELLING 

5 

493 

99.60 

11 

91.5 

15.62 

5.00 

1*72 

7 

467 

\^  94.43 

3  i 

93.7 

^1  16.13 

6.39  ^ 

9 

406 

91.77 

3 

94.6 

15.70 

r. 

2.4>^''  • 

3 

465 

96.13 

11 

91.6 

15.91 

t 

1*26 

5  ^ 

493 

99.60 

i  % 

MM 

91.5 

15.62 

5.33  ^ 

1.63 

CAPITAL-  » 
IZATION 

7 

467 

94.43 

3 

93.7 

16.13 

l.f3  ' 

466 

91.77 

3 

94.6 

15.70 

.6.13 

2*40 

(5) 

J  — 

3  - 

465 

96*13 

11 

91.6 

15*91 

4.00 

1.33 

5 

493 

99.60 

11 

91.5 

15.62 

5.04. 

^  1.62 

/UNCTUATION 

7 

467 

1 

94.43 

-3 

93.1r 

>6.13 

6.33 

1.95^ 

.  9 

466 

'91#77 

3 

94.6 

15.70 

7.61 

2*40*^ 

AS  OF  9/30/73 »  ADJUSTED  TO.  INCLUDE  NONGRADEP  CLASSES*  c>  ^' 

*♦  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPKlNGt  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  (SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1^  1971  EDITION.* 
TH&  MEANS. FO^^THe  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  6RADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  4  AR€  100,  NATIONAL  SD  -  16. 

•;**yV»A«e:  isrtiitUAi  PiJrP  iap\  DERIOeo  FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971  EPITIDN«  THE  MEANS  IN  THE 

NATlfftKKoUP  POR  "  ",*An|9  aSe  approximately  3.7,  5.7,  7.7,  AND  VARYING  SLIC.HTUY 

eon  EACH  ilSTLU  AREA.     ■  - 
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DORCHESTER  COUNTY  ^  .  -      '  . 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE ) , 
AND  ACADEMIp  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE) ,  ' 
BY  SKILL  AREAS^  . 


<CONTINUED) 


* 

SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

(2)  . 

NUMBER. OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ♦ 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TES^TED 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED. 

/  (5) 

STANDARD 
AGE 

(SAS)  f 

(6) 
STANDARD 

iiCVl  AT  lUN 

(SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  tt 

to) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

16) 

3 

.96tl3 

11 

91.6 

■ } 

13.91 

3.33  • 

1.30 

LANGUAGE  ' 
USAGE 

S 

493 

99.80 

11 

91.5 

15.82 

'  4.64 

1.64 

7 

467 

94.43 

3 

93^7 

ft 

.  16.13 

6«27 

^  1.0S 

9 

486 

91.77 

3 

94,6 

\ 

15.70 

7.51. 

2.29 

(7) 

3 

465 

96.13 

11 

,91.6 

15.91* 

'3.76'. 

1.13 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

493 

99.80 

11 

91.5 

15:82  ' 

5^00 

1.42 

« 

7 

ft 

467 

94.43 

3 

93.7 

16.13 

6.37 

1.66 

9 

486 

91.77 

3 

94.6 

15.70 

T  *  1  

2,ilX 

(81 
/ 

3 

465 

96.13 

11 

91.6 

'  15.91 



3.18 

.95 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

493 

99.80 

11 

■  '  —  •  a-j 

91.5 

/;  15.82 

4.70 

1.17 

* 

7 

467 

94.43 

• 

3 

« 

93.7 

16.13 

6.48 

1.44  • 

9 

486 

91.77 

94.6 

^  i 

'15.70  ^ 

7,8e 

1.82 

(9) 

3 

465 

96.13 

11 

15.91 

3.30 

'  i.(J'4  • 

MATHHUATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

ri—  

493 

 —  f 

11  j 

91.5  1 

15.62  \ 

4.89 

1.28 

h 

7 

467 

94.^3  » 

 1  

3  1 

.    '^'"^  -  j 

V 

16.13  ^ 

6.50 

1.56 

9 

486 

91.77 

3  -  j 

94.6 

13.70 

7.90  ^ 

2.07 

(10) 

^3 

465 

96.13 

 : 

11 

91.6 

X^.9X 

 /  

3.24 

.93 

matmematlcal 

»  tdTAL 

5 

493 

99.80 

11 

91.5 

15.82 

4«80 

1.12 

f 

7 

467* 

94.43 

3 

93.7 

16.13 

i.49 

1.30 

1 

9 

486^ 

c  91.77 

3 

94.6 

15.70. 

7.89 

1.84 

•  *S  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.. 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  197«  DIVIDED  »Y  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL-t:COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC 'SCHOOL  RE^OURCES'^ 
PROFILE* 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

• 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN ^ 

GRADE 
ORG ANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 
D'AILY 

ATTENt 

DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

DEBT EMT 

DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

TA  T  I  ON 
(1) 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 
(3) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

CEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
<9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
( 10 ) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOHe 
(S) 
(12) 

4CADEHY  ELEH 

362 

22.6 

94.2 

U.O 

.0.0 

12.6 

'  0.0  \ 

1 

31.3 

20.7 

10.6 

 ^ "  ■  .'  ' 

8098.0 

APPLEBY 

3 

96 

24.0 

9*4.9 

3.0 

1.0 

12.9 

27.5 

25.0, 

25.1 

10.5 

8061.0 

CftAPO 

K-6 

122 

19.4 

93.5- 

5*3 

1.0 

7.9 

8.p 

15.9 

13.0 

8.7 
.  « 

6064^ 

EAST  CAHIRID^E 
t 

3-6 

2344 

19  ..5 

94.9 

11.0 

1.0 

12*8 

15.8 

25.0 

'l7.7 
< 

10.4 

8083.0 

EAST  NEW  MARKET 

2-6 

205 

20.5 

92.4 

0 

.  9.0  . 

1.0 

4.2 

10.5 

20.0 

14.0 

10.0 

8323.0 

ELDORADO 

,  1-6* 

63 

21.0 

96.5 

2.0 

1.0 

15.3 

V 

35.0 

0.0 

24. « 

1Q.6 

8309*0 

GLASGOW 

3-4 

149 

21.3 

96.7 

6.0 

1.0 

21.8 

30.0 

14.3' 

21.6 

10.4 

8098.0 

HOOPERS  ISLAND 

1-6 

55 

18.3 

98.2 

2.0 

1.0 

17.8  32.0 

0.0 

46.8 

9.4  . 

4660.0 

HUDSON  . 

1-6 

59 

14.7 

97.1 

3*.0 

1.0 

9.5 

8.5 

■ 

0.0 

7300.0 

HURLOCK  PRIMARY 

K-3 

r 

93.9 

18.2 

1.0 

9.7  12.0 

10.4 

24.6 

9.9 

8339.0 

HURLOCK  INTER 

4-6 

282 

18.2 

94.6 

14.5 

1.0 

9.6  13.0 

12.9  y 

24.7  ' 

9^9    -  ^ 

f  8340.0*^ 

43         ^PEACH  BLOSSOM  i 

4'~6 

310  ' 

23.8 

94.7 

12.0 

1.0 

13.0  24.0 

0.6 

24.5 

10.5 

8061.0 

TAYLORS  ISLAND 

L--6 

14 

14.0 

97.9 

1.0 

0.0 

8.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

9.8 

^310.0 

VIENNA  PRfflARY 

K-3 

105 

17.5 

s 

95.9 

5.0 

1.0 

14.0  35.0 

33.3 

24.3 

9.2 

7145.0 

VIENNA  INTER 

4-6* 

89 

22.3  96.7 

3.0  1.0 

6.9    42.5  •« 

0.0 

21.0 

$•2 

7145.0 

.CAMBRIDGE  JR  HIGH 

9 

304        15*.  2  92.9 

18.0  2.0 

9.D  21.5 

25.0 

19.1 

10.5 

7966.0  . 

MACES  LANE  SR  JR 

4 

7-« 

622        17.0      93j5          34.5  2.0 

12.9     13.0  16.4 

20.9 

10.5 

7966.0 

N.  DORCHESTER^  SR  JR 

7-12        1^36        18.5      90.0          53.0  3.0 

8.2    20.3        16.1  22.1 

9.9 

8121.0 

S«  DORCHESTER  SR  JR 

7-12 

177        11.1      94.8          14.0  2.0 

I 

9i7     26.5        18.7  20.0 

4.9 

5697.0  . 

*  SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF 

TERMS. 

> 

I 

0 

*• 

f  > 

* 

4 
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OOHCHESTER  C0Uf4TY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  .OP  ACHI EVEMENT JO  MARYLAND 

ARBAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY'  STATISTICALLY 

.  CONTROLLED* 

o  SKILL  A^^AS  * 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREMENSXON 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


school  name 
acaoehy  elem 

APpLEOY 
CRaPO 

'  east  cambridge 
cast  new  market 
eldorado 
slas^ow 

hoqpeks  island 

t 

HUDSON 

hurldck  primary 
hurlock  inter 

PEaCH  BLOSSOM- 
'TAYLORS  ISLAND 

VIENNA  MIMARY 
> VIENNA  INTER 
CAMBRIDGE  ^  HIGH 
HACES  LANE  SR  JR 


ORAOE  JerACE  AVERAGE    HARY-  01  W  AVERAGE    MARt^  Z^'"*"'    ^^SS"     ^^i^r-  - 


3 

5. 


SAS 
92.5 


08.0 


GE 
2.7fi 


2.6t) 
5.0T 


LAND 
NORM 


3.05 


EnCE 


GE 


-.27  2.79 


07.2.  3.16 

92. 2>:;;^ 


9H.1  3.37 
93.2  U.79 


2.H9  3.22 

H.02  »1.05  •  5.12 

2.7il  ♦.«»2    ^  3. OH 

H.H7  -.la  »».38 


3.12 
0.52 


-♦.25  3»«»l 
♦.27  H.77 


3  99.  H 
I  5  105.0 


3.7a 
5.06 


♦*3i» 

5.3a  ,  ♦.oa 


3.62 
5.7a 


LAtiO 
NORM 


H.53 
3.09 


2.51 
H.17 


2.76 
H.59 


3.ia 

H.6H 


3.53 
5.53 


♦  .12 


.30 


GE 
3.56 


LAND  %NCr 
NORM 


♦.71  •  3.35 
♦.95  *  ^'HS 


♦  .2A 

"-..21 


♦  .23 

♦  .13 


♦  .09 

♦  .25 


3.f)5 
H.-ri 


H.35 
5.51 


3.42 
6. 35 


3      92.1        3.16  3.03        4.13        3.21  3.07        ♦.IH  3.6H 


3  100.3 
5  86.6 


3  97.9 

5  103.0 

3  88.3 

S  91.0 

5  91.2 


3  112.0 
5  101.3 


3      95. H 
5  a6«8 
*9  96.0 


2.87 
3.39^ 


3.90 
5.73 

2.79 
0.19 
5.15 


3.03 
5.60 


3.39 
H.56 
7.70 


7      90, a  6.10 


N*  DORCHESTER  SR  JR    7  91.8 
9  92.0 


5.72 
7.15 


3.02 
3.92 


3.35 
5.16 

2.79 

».37 

ft 

O.Hl 


H.IO 
0.93 


3.16 
0.01 
7.79 
6*22 


5,90 
7.01 


-.•55  •  3.27 
-.53  0.20 


♦.59  •  O.06 

♦.57  5.96 

♦.00  3.05 

-.18  0.02 

4.70  *  5.23 


-.67  •  3.57 
♦.67  •  5.20 


♦  •23 

♦  .55 
-.09 
-.12 


-.22 
-.26 


3.75 
0.61 
7.95 
6.33 


6. SO 
7.07 


3.55 
0.09 


3.<i3 
5.31 

2.^1 
4.08 
0.53 


0.29 
5.12 


3.23 
0.13 
7.71 
6.33 


6.07 
7.29 


-.28 
♦  .15 


0.60 
0.57 


♦•63  •  0.90 

♦•65  •  6^30 

♦•20  3^S2 

-.06  0.70 

♦•70  *  5^09 


-•72  •  0.07 
♦  .08     «  5^63 


♦  •52 

♦  •08 

♦  •20 

♦  •00 


♦  •03 

♦  •18 


O^QO 
0^70 
T.98 
6.00 


^•20 
7^50 


0^75 
3^08 


2^93 
0.51 


3^16 
0^82 


3^56 
0^90 


3^89 
5^70 


♦  •21 


♦  •08 


GE 

0.8^ 
3^05 


♦•02  2.82 
♦•92  «  0.89 


♦  •69  3^26 
-•11  0^62 


♦•79  •  3^76 
♦•61  5^00 


-•07  3^73 
♦•61  5^50 


LAND 
NORM 


3^ai 


2^76 
■0^56' 


2*90 
0.87 


3^29 
0.95 


3^57 
5^77 


3^H6        ♦•IB  3^29 


3^92 
^•37 


♦•68  «  3*?6 
♦•20  0^09 


3^80  ♦I^IO  ♦  3.53 
5^53       ♦.77  •  5^20 


3^21  ^.3^1 
0.76  -.02 
0.75  '  ^.30 


0*63 
5.37 


3.62 


0^05 


-•56 
♦  •26 


3^02 
0^57 


0^89 


3.70 
5.23 


♦•96  •  3^52 
♦•29  0^78 


7^80  ♦•lO 
6^47  ^•07 


.6*27 
7^53 


-•oS 

-•03 


8^00 
6^5S 


6^38 
7^66 


DIFFER 
EUCE 


♦  •01 
-.16 


♦  •06 

♦  •33 


♦  •32 
•'*25 


^♦•07 
♦•05 


♦  •16 
-•27 


3^19  ♦•lO 


3^57 
0«03 


3^0B 
5^S6 

3^00 
0^80 
0^6i 


o^ia 

5^01 


3^30 
0;50 

A 

8^03 
6^66 


-•31 
♦  .06 


♦  •OtS 
-.32 

♦  •OS 
-.2 

♦  •08 


-.08 

-.18 


'♦.IB 
♦  .2fl 

-•n 


6.07.'  -.0^ 
7.66V  '•••Ot 


$»  DDRCHEST6R  SR  JR    7  95.5 


6.59 
7.18 


6.?9 
7«09 


♦  •30 
-.31 


6^56 
7.67 


6.02 
7.58 


♦  .10 

♦  .09 


7.16 
8.23 


6.53 
7.67 


♦  •63 

♦  .56 


6.62  V  6.83 

8^>^9^"  r;'7^90 


-.2i 
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oorchcst^h  county 

SCflOOt.  SySTEH 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHI EVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

.AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AfsiD 'SOC  lOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*        \  ^ 

Skill  areas 

VOCABULARY  READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL' 


SCHOOL  NAME 
« 

GRADE  AVERAGE 
SAS 

AVbKAvc 

GE 

MAjtY- 

LAND 

NORM 

DIFPFr- 
ENCE 

ACaOEMY  ELuH 

• 

5 

4.45 

4*41  i 

.  ^.04 

APfL£oY 

3 

92.5 

2.7fi  ) 

3.06 

-.2ft 

chapo 

3 

b 

B4.1 
9B.0 

2r60 

b.07 

2.52 
4*13 

♦  .OB 

♦  .94  ♦ 

EAST  CAHURlpGL 

3 
5 

A7.2 
92.2 

3.1t> 
H.29 

2.72  s 
4.50 

'  ♦.44 
-.21 

EAST  NEM  Hi\KK£r 

5 

94.1 
93.2 

3.37 
'♦.79 

3.16 
4.5A 

c 

♦  .21 

♦  .21 

ELuOkAnO 

V 

s 

3 

b 

99. 
105. « 

3.7fl 
5.46 

3.50 
5. 67 

♦  .2ft 

—  .  •*  * 

CLASeOi' 

3 

92.1 

3.16 

3.04 

♦  .IP 

HOOPERS  ISlANU 

3 
5 

100.3 
BO. 6 

2.A7 

3»39 

3.56 
4.01 

-.60  « 

■■.62 

HOOSOfi 

3 
5 

9>.9 
103.0 

3*94 
5.73 

3.41 
5.42 

♦  .31 

HURLOCK  MIHARY 

3 

aB.3 

2.79 

2*79 

.  .♦•00. 

HURLOCK  INTER 

b 

J^i.O 

4»19 

4.39 

-.20 

peach  PLOSSOM 

b 

91./ 

5.15 

4.41 

*^*^74  • 

TAYLOrt^  ISlAI^- 

3 

.  b 

112.0 
101.3 

3.43 
5.60 

4.31 
S.2B 

r 

-.Aft  « 
♦  .3? 

VtCNra  PRIMARY 

3 

95.«» 

3.39 

3^25 

♦  .14 

VIENNA  INTER 

5 

'»f56 

4.03 

♦  .53 

CAMBRIDGE  JR  HIGH 

9 

96.0, 

7.70 

7.Vl 

-.21 

HACES  LANC  SR  jR 

7 

94. B 

)  ■ 

6.10 

-A  24  - 

-.14 

N.  DORCHESTER  SR  JR 

0 

7 
9 

91.9 
92.0 

5.72 
7.15 

by^2 
7.45 

■-•.20 
-.30 

S.  DORCHESTER  SR  JR    7  95.5 
9  9V.6 


6.59 
7.1A 


6.32 
7.75 


♦  .27 
-.57 


GE 


4.65 


2,79 


3^22 


3.04 
4.3B 


3.41 
4.77 


3.62 
5.7B 


3.21 


4.24 


4.06 
5.96 


4.42 
S.23 
3.57  ' 

5.ao 

3.75 
4.61 
7.95 
6.33 


6.10 
7.47 


6.56 
7.67 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM  \ 


4.53 
3.10 


2.54 
4-27 


2.75 
4.61 


3.21 
4.69 


3.56 
5.71 


3.62 
4.16 


3.46 
5. 45 


4.51 
4.53 


4.40 
5.34 


3.29 
4.17 
7.73 
6.34 


'6.04 
7.26 


6.41 
7.56 


♦.» 
-.31 


GE 


3.S6 


♦*6A  •  3.^5 
♦•A5  •  5*43 


♦  .29 
-.23 


3.ft5 
4.71 


♦.20  4.35 
♦.OB        5. SI 


♦  .06 

♦  .07 


\.ft2 
6.55 


3. OB        ♦•13  3.^4 


-.35 
♦  •OB 


4.6tf| 
4.S7 


♦  .60  «  4.44 
♦.4B  6.30 


♦  .23 
-.09 


3.52 
4.74 


♦  .70  •  5.09 


-.B3  •  4.07 
•.14  5.63 


♦  .46 
'  +  .44 

♦  .22 
-.01 


♦.06 
♦  .21 


♦  .15 
♦.11 


4.^B 
4.74 
7.QA 
6.40 


6.94 
7. -50 


7.16 
B.23 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


4.754f,  ^.21  II. B2 
3«4B  .      ♦.OA  3.05 


2r96 
4.51 


3.15 
4.B3 


3.97 
4.40 


3.22 
4.74 
4.75 


4.70 
5.52 


3.66 
4.42 
7.92 
6.49 


6.29 
7.52 


6.56 
7.7fl 


^   luOH'it&\nni&t-'^^^^^^^^  EXPLANATION  Of  ASTERISK  ,., 


♦.39  2,ft2 
♦.9?  *  4.A9 


♦.70  ♦  3.26 
-.12  4.6P 


LAND 
NORM 


4.A1 
3.22 


2.76 
4.57 


2.93 
4.B8 


♦.63  «  3.P6 
♦.17  4.49 


3.B2  ♦l.l?  •  3. S3 
5.65        ♦•ftS  5.24 


♦  .30 


♦  .34 


3.02 
4.S7 
4.B9 


-.63  ♦  3.7o 
♦.11  5«23 


♦.9?  •  3.'i2 
♦.32  4«7B* 
♦  .06 
-.00 


0.00 
6.S5 


♦  .01 
-.0? 


♦  .60 

♦  .45 


6.3B 
y.66 


6.62 
B.09 


3.65 
4.46 


3.52 
"5.6B 


2.99 
4.79 
4.ftl 


4.29 
5.56 


3.3B 
4.4B 
ft  .06 
6.67 


6.39 
7.63 


6.73 
7.91 


ENCE" 

♦  •01 
-.17 


♦.06 
♦.32 


♦  .35  . 
-.26**j|f 


3.5A 
4.90 

♦  .77  « 

♦  •61 

3.7fi 
5.00 

3.31 
4.96 

♦  .45 

♦  .04 

3.91 
5.B6 

-.09 
♦  .49 

3.73 
5.50 

3.60 
5.B9 

♦  .13 
-.39 

3.46 

♦  .1ft 

3.29 

3.20 

♦  .09 

^.39 
♦.03 


♦  .01 
-.44 


♦.03 
-.22 
♦  .OB 


-.59  • 
-.33 


♦  .14 

♦  .30 
-.06 
-.12 


'-.01 
♦  .03 


-.11 
'f.lB 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


.4.11 


FREDERICK  COUNTY 


School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A .  Educational  Accountability  in  Frederjqk  County  Sqhools> 

Many  local  Boards  of  Education  in  Maryland  had  policy  statements  - 
and  were  implementing  various  forms  of  educational  accountability 
before  the  State  Educational  Accountability  law  was  passed.  The 
school  systems  which  were  most  advanced  in  this  process  had  to 
change  or  modify  their  procedures  more  drastically  than  those 
systems  that  had  no  formal  accountability.  ' 

Educational  accountability  in  the.  Fraderick  County  schools 
is  conceived  in  three  parts. 

1.  Haximum  Standards  -  Our  goals, ^  aspirati'ons,  ideals, 
and  hopes  for  children  and /education 

2.  Optimum  Standards  -  Our  realistic  objectives,  expec- 
tations,  wants  and  desires  for  children  and  education 

3.  Minimum  Standards  -  Our  bareiSt  certification,  to ler- 
ances ,  acceptances ,  and  justifications  for  children  - 
and  education 
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l!rl^  "l^'-^^^^ble  Minimm,  Standards  were'estShfd  in  ?he'  '■ 
-  ^'  ,   ?o°iS,-i?''"'^"^.f'?^^^='  tin=lu<3ing  but  not  limited 

•  ' .  ■  ^  ' 

^*  '  Srof n"^  -  ^^^^^^  graduate  to  have  a  salable 

•     n™??-  ^  vocational  skill,  including 

precollegiite  preparation)-  .  .  *, 


SSt  notlS^ited       S?^"^^^  un^rstandings  (including 
safetv    nivitnfi  ecology >  health  and" 

d«nn^^' n»usic\ art, -drains,  and 
dance,  and' soc^-ali^sation)  \^  ' 

these  lear^Jngf  fo^  a^rstude^ff^'j         ^  ^^^^  measures  ' 

Stand.rds^;S^  he%^^^^^  • 

and  curripulm!  ?f  was  de^eSnef  Schobl  olfjectives 

Tests  best  fit  our  school  avS?^^^      t    t        MetropoUtan  Achievement, 
computer  sysJen.^  we?e  deve?o^d    anS  f employed, 
in  the  couJty  schoSlI  to  inioK^In?  fh?  ""^s^ive  xnservice  was  beguJ  ^ 
system.      .  -    ^""^oois  to  xroplement  this  part  of  our  accountability 

expectatioITlorLSviSSSl'stS^^^  ''"5"  conceptuali^ea  as  a,  minimuiL 
school  system  to  eac^stuin^    ^«^f  ^""^.f  promise  of  our  ^ 

l^rSbnil^^^t^r  ^^^^^^ 
•  accountabiliSy!  ^       ^         eva3,uation  system  for 

students  id"„f  arHcn^afrit^Sd"?'  'oals  .and  aspirations  lor  ■ 
not  directly  measS^able     h»  Philosophy  and  are  .. 

Objectives  L«s"^?^ilAt  ^Iward'^'g^iir'"'""'  °" 

liate-wide^'Sufif      axla''"w^?^  sistem  Goals ..    Based  upon  the  ■ 
aeveippe(^  the  following  Local  System  Goal^l  ^ — ' 
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;  .  In  Readi-ng,  students  mpon  completion' of  their  elejnentary- 
secanaaxy  school' reading  program  should;  ,  . 

■-       •      l.A.  Be  able  to  identify  purposes  for  using  print  and 
■  .  ' nonprint  materials.     °  '  -  : 


iTb.  Bd  able 'to  select  from  a  wide  variety  of  available- 
print  a?id  nonprint  materials  those  which  are 
suitable  in  level  of  difficulty  and  in  coi^ent. 

{2. A.  Be  able  to  identify  and  apply  a  systgm  they^can  use 
*  •  ■    for  recognizing  words  and  determining  their 
appropi^iate  meaning  for  those  Words.     Suc^  a 
system  could  include  use  of  pictures,  context, 
•  '       „  ^sttuctural,  phonic,  and  authority   (i.e.  ,  glossary, 
dictionary,  peer)"  clues. 

2.  B.  Be  able  to  instantly  and  consistently  pronounce 

many  words  and  identify  meanings  a,p^opriate  to  • 
the  context.  v  *^ 

.  3.A.  Be  able  to  determine  the  meaning  of .  a  communication 

by  identifying  *he  style,  purpose,  patterns  of       .  * 
organization   (simple  listing,  time-space  sequence, 
cause-ef  fect,>  comparison-contrast)  ,  and  style  used 
by  the  author.  '  |-  ' 

3.  B.  Be  able  to  use  their  own  experiences  and  knowl'edge 

of  the  coif^ent  to  ask  questions'  or  use  questions 
asked  by  others  "which  cause  them  to  think,  literall]^, 
(i.e.,  reading  the  lines) ,  critically,    (i.e.,  reading 
between  the  lines),  and  creatively  (i.e. ,  reading 
beyond  the  lines)   about  the  content  and  find 
'suitable  answers  to  thdse  questions.  -  • 

4.  A.  Be  able  to  follow  directions.  . 
4.B.  Be  able  to  locate  reference  materials. \ 

tc.  Be  able  to  gain  information  from  s-elected  references. 
4.D.  Be  able  , to  interpret  and  complete  forms. 

,5.       Have  a  posi-^ive  attitude Vtowards  reading  indicated 
by  an  interes^t  in  reading  and  a"  desire  to  read.  ^ 

...  "  •         " .  . «    "    '  -  *       ''  \  . 

In  Writing,  each  '.student  t  '  .      .        (^;^  • 

l.A.  Records  his.  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his .own  use, 
observing -appropriate  con'ventions  of  wri1:ing.  . 

<  '  .■* 
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1.  E.  CommxmicateV  flis  thoughts  and  feelings  to  others' 

observingj-appropriate  conventions  of- writing. 

?.A.  Writes  in  a  social  situation,  observing  appropriate 
;     conventions  of  writing.  .  - 

2.  B.  Writes  in  a  bu«ine^ -or  vocational  situation. 

observing  the  appropriate  conventions  of  writing. 


2.  C.  Writes  in  a  sch^astic  situation,  observing  appro- 

priate conventions  of  writing.' 

3.  A.  Demonstrates  the  necessity  of  writing  for  a'varietv 

of  personal  and  social  needs^ 

•   .3. B.  Writes  to  fulfill  personal  and  social  needs. ■ 

rate  with  h?/^M T??^^''^^  ^^""^  Frederick  County  student,  consensu- ' 
courses  shoildf  ^  ''  and  u^on  completion  of  the  required  mathemtic 


l.A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  count 
l.B.  Recall  mathematical  facts 
I.e.   Identify  mathematical  symbols 
l.D.  Have  a  knowledge  of  mathematical  terms 

1.  E.  Identify  geometric  shapes 

2.  A.  Perform  the  operation  of  addition 
^.B.  Perform  the  Operation  of  subtraction 

2.C.  Perform  the  operation  of  multiplication 

»•  ■ 

2.D.  Perform  the  operation  of  division 

2.E.  Solve  simple  ecruations  > 

2.F.  Solve  simple'  inequalities 

2.G.  Use  measuring* devices  ' 

2.  H,  Perform  geometric  dortBtiructions  ' 
2.1.  Use  charts  and  "tallies  . 

3.  A.  Understand  the  concefst  of  i^ainber 


ERIC 
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3.B.  Translate  a^/TSfebal  statement  to  a  mathematipal  '     '  /. 
symbolic  ©miivaleni?  .  .  .  / 

3.C.  Ti^l^  a  mathematical  statement  to  .verl^l  ecriiivaient 

3.D.  understand  that  various  ptpcedures  e?cist  for  the  -  / 
re  solving  of;  a,  problem   '  •  ^  . 

3. eI  ^Translate 'a  mathematical  srtatement  to  a  physical  model 

3.  F.^ Understand  the  application  of  a  physical  model  to 
a  m^'thematrical  fepuivalent  >  ^ 

^.G.  ^jitea^pret  charts,  tables  and  data  ^ 

4.  A /Analyze  and  select  the"  processes  necessary  to  deter- 
mine the  sblution  of  a  problem  ^.       ;  ./ 

4.B.  Acquire  the  ability  to  follow  a  lo^icaVd^velopmeiVb/ 
of  a  solution  to  a  problem  ■/  , 

/     '      4  c    solve,  and  test  reasonableness  ot  result  , 

4.  D.  Test  accuracy  'of  a  ^stDlution  of  the  problem 

5.  A.  Recognize  a  probleC  state  the  problem,  formulate 

hypothesis,  and  ascertain  if  the  problem  has  a 
-       •  urii^e  solution  .  •  ^ 

-    5B    Make  a  judgement  of  the  conditions  and determine  if   ■  , 
"  '   '  the  conditions  are  sufficient  for  proving  or 

«  disproving  the  problem 

■     •  -    6. A.  Recognize  the  importance  of  mathematics  in  the 
^  .    progress  of  civilization  . 

*  6.B.  ^3ain  satisfaction  from. using  mathematics  . 

■6".cV,  Be.able  to/use  . the  contents  and  techniques  of ^ 
:  mathema'tic*s  '  = 

'^'•elD;  Act^ivfely  seek  participation. in  and  further  deyelop- 
:  ment  df  his  mathematical  skills 

G       -  .  rcomments^n^  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Results; 
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\tiie  Metropolitan  Achievement  Tests  for  local  ae'onnr,^-=,K-n  ,-4^ 

S^e  thf;  advantage     'mos?  ol"t?f=JSf  -t^^ents  did  ntt 

S?tS£|e°???eTS^irE  -  ^^^^^^^ 

a  nonverbal  iTo    LSe  to  S^H.-  Frederick  County.     The  use  of 

These  are  iSSt  some  of  >L  •^''^^^^ui;'  analysis  of  test  results, 

sidered  L?'analys±J  Of  Ij^J^jg  Problems  that  need  to  be  con- 

Accountability ^epor?f        '  ^^^^  presented  in  the  State 

carefully  coisiS  ^he'^Luitf  ?jo^?hrl^  f^^'  '^'^^^ 
testing  and  steps  are  hlfn^^^H  ^^^^^  Accountability 

indicated.     In  lomeSasJift  5^      to  overcome  the  discrepanciJs 

co„pa„tive  evaluatfo^^II  tte%choou1;°Sa^^?-a„af  ^"  ■  ' 

^^^^^ 

i:ts*''lf°Sa'L-'S^u"?d'^:^gS?S  ^?f?e°^°?:       "^^^^  °" 


i)  J 
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FRlDtltlTCK  COUNTY  -  . 

CJPADE  1-   METFOPOLITAN  ACHIEVR^XT  TEST    ELEf'I^Is'TARY  PRIMARY  I    SPRirC,  1974 
Raw  Scores  and  Stanii-.o  Scores  for  tiie  Average  Students    Schpol  by  School 

NATICMAL  NOPI-IS  ^^9^ 


-IT- 

Naitie 


Covinty 


,Gcirroll  Ranor 


Number 


1524 


Parkway 


South  Frederick 


East  Frederick 


Elm  Street 


North  Frederick 


Middletcwn 
Eranitsburg 


52 


40 


69 


74 


Vtolfsville 


Urbana 


Liberty 
New  I4arket 


Green  Valley 


18 
18 
68 


Sabillasville 


Vfoodsboro 


New  I^iid-.cay 


Valley 


Thurmont  Elem. 


t^ersville 


Lewis  to-ATi 


Yellow  Springs 


33 


42 


64 


49 


59 
112 


Word 
Know. 


24 


18 


Stanine 


26 


23 


20 


19 


Waverley 
Brunswick 


28 


27 


28 


,  83 


96 


46 


70 


Walker  sville 


50 


100 


92 


68 


/26»  . 


23 


18 


"50" 


24 


25 


20 


26 


21 


20 


_4_ 
5 


Reading 


24 


22 


Stanine 


20 


19 


27 


22 
20 


19 


24 


23 


28 


26 


28_ 
24 


24 


25 


27 


26 


25 


19 


25 


20 


18 


23 


22 


31 
24 


28 


25 

"2F 


23 


28  •  " 


_5. 
5 


_6_ 
6 


Total 
Reading 


48 


37 


56 


Stanine 


46 
40 


_5_ 
6 


1_ 
6 


38 


54 


45 


3,3 


40 


50 


51 


.39 


51 


42 


_5_ 
6 


Total 
Math 


39 


29 
43 


_6_ 
_6_ 
5 


31 


37 


39 
47 


46 
59 


33 
44 
38 


36 


35 


50 


57 
"39" 


46 
IF 


55 


31_ 

30 
39 


40 


37 


36 


_5_ 
6 


36 


43 


38 


43 


43 


41 


38 


47 


Stanine 


5. 


5t 


GRADE  4    METRDPOLITM  ACHIEVEI^ENT  TEST    ELEMENTARY  I    SPRING  1974 
Raw  Scores  and  Stanine  Scores  for  the  Average  Student:    School  by  School^ 

NATIONAL  NORT-IS 


^ista-/n 
ir-r,9^-r  Springs 

IkML  


GRADE  4  '  ■^^OPOLlim'P€mymi^<n}  TEST  ^  Contimed 


Naite 


County 


Waverley 


Brunswick   

WalkersvjJLle 


Number 


1^81 


121 
98 


88 


Word 
Know. 


33 


38 


35 


36 


Reading 


27 


29 


27 


30 


Stanine 


Lang. 


28 


32 


29 


31 


Stanine 


|4_ 

5^' 


Total 
Math 


...Page  2 


75 


81 


81 


82 


5 


•  GR4PE  6    METROPOLITAN  ACHIEVEMENT  TEST    D3TEBMEDIATE    SPRING  1974 
Raw  Scores  ahd  Stanine  Scares  for  the  Average  student:    School  by  School 
-    •'  i  NATIONAL  NOK-S  «         '  j  ^j. 


_  BrOnsv-acit  'j- 
nSalkersvilXe 


GRADE  8.  METROPOLITAN  ACHIEVENENT  TEST    ADVANIed  ^  SPRING  1974 
Paw  scores  ar,d  Stanine  Scores  fo^^  ^^e  Studjn^    School  by  Sclv^ol 


tjfame 


County 


West  Frederick 


Middle tavn 
Ecttrdtsburg 


Linganore 


Thurmpht  Middle 


Bruns\-;x.ck 
Walkersville" 


Number 


1602 


397 
182 


37 


151 


199 
144 
13i 


Word 
•  Knav. 


29 


"3U- 


31 


25 


26 
26 


_5_ 
5 


51 


31 
29 


_22_ 
27 


52 


5 


4r 


_5_ 
4 


SO 


26 


50 


31 


22 


_5_ 
5 


26 


42 
53 


Stanine 


Reading 


*25 


Stanine 


■Lang. 


48 


Stanine 


Total 
Math 


65 


66 


67 


61 


70 


64 


Staninel 


58  - 
■77 


erJc  . 


n  r  9 
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FREDERICK  COUNTY 

V  ..... 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  flfSOURCES  PROFILE 

•  '  ' 

A-     COMMUNITY  CHARACTgRIsflCS  '     '  ^  ■• 


(1) 

TOTAL* 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN  • 

FAMILY 

INCOME 

t3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  —  . 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN  - 

54,927 

$9,550 

« •                             ■  ~ 
?3.3  . 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  .25  YEARS  ~ 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL,  ' 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  .YEARS)  ; 

10.6 

11*2 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS  (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


X6) 

TOTAL 

'  SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7). 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(6) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEAMING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

Al/ERAGE 
YEARS 

*  ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

21,922 

$10,677 

$10,270 

9.5 

0 


(11) 

(12)  V 

(13)- 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
,   OR  ABOVE 

'     SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

riRCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

25.8 

20.a 

94.4 

C.     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS     (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR)       *  ^ 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PEK  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCfif^T  * 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PGR  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OKl^ieE) 
COSTS 

$890.91 

$670.25 

*        ^5.6  / 

$28.17  h 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO  * 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICfi) 

(19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON^ 
HEL  SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PdPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

3.1  • 

$5.15 

0.6 

*■ 

APPENDIX  A  fOR  BEFINITIPN  OF  T6RHS  kHBr  SOURCES  OF  BATA  PROVIDES  IN  THIS  TAILE.  " 
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FREDBRICK  COUNTY    -  ;      7  \  >     \  >    "  . 

'       TABLE        .  NOWVERBAL^/VBlLijy 
'  ^  AND  ACADEMIC  ACHreVEMENT  (G^ADE  EqUIVALEtlCE), 

.      ^  \       BY  SKIUL  AREAS  ^ 


SKIU 
.  AREAS 

VaCABUl^RY 


<2) 

nEAl^ING 
.  COMPRfr 
V  HEW5X-0Pi 

.-  'N .  ■ 

SPELLING 

V".    ■ , 


(4) 


CAPITAL- 
rZAttON, 


i  <5) 
PUNCTUATION 


AS  OF  9/$0/73.  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONG^ADED  CLASHES.  '     .  * 

FOR' EACH  SKILL  AREA.  , 


<1) 
GRADE  » 

(91 

nUnJBcn  ur 

STUDENTS  ^e. 
ENHOLLEa* 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS, 
-  -  TESTED** 

"  NUMBER  0^  ^ 
V  SCHOOLS 
TESTED  1 

'  (5) 
AVERAGE 

*  STANDARD  • 
.   AGE     -  ' 

SCORE 

•  (SAS)f  ' 

V  U) 

STANDARD 
-  DEVIATION 
»(SDr 

\7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 

(\3E)+t 

(81 
STANirARD  I 

Deviation 

<SlP)  1 

1740  - 

40.06 

.24  j 

.itib';o  / 

"  16>a!2  ' 

3f34  * 

1.13  A 

.*  1 

1770 

38^.42 

23  ' 

•  100,5 

.  16»83. 

5«04 

JI.5T  • 

1827  . 

12.75 

100.2 

* 

16.06 

^    1.88     ,  1 

9 

1809 

J.0.19 

7 

99^.8 

16.31  ' 

.8,10 

2.20  ;  1 

^  f  3 

1T40 

40.06 

24  1 

100*0 

16.52  ' 

3.45 

1.21.  • 

1770 

38.42 

23 

t  I 

100*.  5 

16.83  . 

5»11l* 

iw54  . ' 

7 

1127  . 

•12.7$. 

^     8  -. 

100.2  ».  • 

16.0L6  1 

.  6.92 

1.72  L 

9 

1809 

10^i89 

7      ;  ^ 

'  99.8  ■ 

■  j 

16.31 

.8.38 

"   1.75  \ 

I      '  ^ 

•     « 174d 

40.06 

.24 

100.0 

16.52  - 

•  * 

• 

3.89 

^  -  •  1 

1.44 

V  1 

ai77d 

3I..42 

23 

100.5 

,  :16.83 

^  $«23 

1.89   .  -j 

/      .  1 

1*7 

.  1127 

•.12i75 

8 

ioo.2 

16.06 

6.79 

2.^glv:.'>:| 

9 

1809 

10.89 

7. 

99.8 

16.31 

7.92 

,  ^.40      _  ,  j 

3  •'^ 

1740" 

40.06 

24 

100.0 

■  16.52 

'  '1.3(0 

.  ^  i 

*  5 

.1770 

'38.42 

23 

I       100.5  *•  " 

'      ^1  * 

16.83 

5.24  V 

r.68 

*  7 

1827 

•  12.75 

.  8 

100.2 

16.06 

6. 77   .  . 

2«09 

9 

•1809 

7 

99.8 

16.31 

.  8.06 

2.40 

3 

\  1740 

'.40.06 

24 

100.0 

lfr.52. 

3.85  • 

i.34 

1770  . 

38.42 

23 

100.5 

.  16.83 

5.17 

1.71 

^ .  7 

*'ll27 

12.75 

8>^  v 

100  .'2 

16*06 

6#1^5 

^2,^)8 

18C^9 

10.8a 

-  ■   ^ 

.        7  ' 

*  99.8, 

.    7.71  ' 

2.35 

254  . 


4-209 


FREDERICK  COUNTY 
TABLE  2. 


ABItlTY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  . 

■  .  (CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADiE 

(2) 

NUMIER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(.3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  *♦ 

(4) 

MUHIER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5# 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  tf 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(6J-  • 

3 

"1T40 

40.06 

24 

100,0 

16,52 

3.37 

1.36 

•  LANGUAGE 
^  USAGE 

5 

1770 

38,42 

23 

100.5 

16,83 

1.73 

7 

1127 

12,75 

8 

100.2 

16,06 

2.19 

9 

1609 

10.89'- 

7 

99.6 

1*,31 

7.90 

2.36 

3 

1^40 

40,06 

24 

10(3.0 

16,52 

^  3,71 

1.20 

LANGUAGE 
•  TOTAL 

S 

i770 

36.42 

23 

100.5 

16,63  \  ' 

5,17 

1.57 

r 

1127 

12.75 

6  ' 

100.2 

16^06 

,6,76 

1.92 

9 

1109^ 

1'0.69  • 

7 

99.6 

16,31 

7,90 

2.12 

(81 

3 

1740 

40.06 

24 

100.0 

16,52 

3,49 

1.05 

MATHEMATICAL 

CONCEPTS 

5' 

i  ^  1770 

38.42 

23 

100.5 

16,83 

5.62 

1.55 

7 

^  '1827 

12.75 

8 

100.2 

16,06 

7,23 

1.70 

9 

1609 

— Zr-  ' 

10.89- 

,    7  ! 

99.8 

16,31 

6  .'96 

2.00 

3 

1740 

40.06 

; 

100.0 

16.52 

'  3.40 

1.13 

MATHeMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

1770  ' 

36.42 

'  f 

Z3      •  1 

100.5 

16,83 

5.25 

1.36 

7 

1127 

12.75 

8 

100.2 

16,06 

7.04 

1.63 

9 

1609 

10.69 

7' 

99.1 

16,31 

8.21 

2.01 

(10) 

3 

1740 

40,06 

24 

100,0 

16,52 

3.44 

1.04 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL  ' 

1770 

^36.42 

23 

100,5 

16,83 

5.44 

< 

l';39  f 

"  .  •  >• 

7 

1827 

12^ 

6 

100,2 

16,06 

7.14  ^ 

'  0 

1.56^ 

9 

1809 

10.99  . 

7 

99*8 

16*31 

6.3ft 

1.90 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE-  N0N6RADED  CLASSES.. 

NUMIER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRlNGr  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSEd'aS  A  PERCENTAGE*  . 

i  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  (SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY.  FORM  1.  1971  pnrTinw 
■  THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  WORM  GROU^»  FOR  GRADES  3 ,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  ioorNATlONAL  SD  -  EDITION. 

+t  GRADE  eOUIVALENCE  (GE)  DERIVED  FROM  lOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MPANS  rw  Tmp 
F5r???H  S^rLL^^ml/^"^''*''"  '""^  ^         APPROXIMiTELY  3:?:  9!i?^ARiyNVsi?GHT[lY^"' 
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tl'^°°^^^^^^^^--commn,  and,  public  school  resources 


5LHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVcKAbC 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9J 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAP- 

VAN- 
TAGEt) 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN  ' 

FAMILY 

INCOME 

(S) 

(12) 

,TEACHE/^ 
(5) 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 

\  ft 

ADMIN. 
(8 ) 

K-6 

525 

20.8 

95.3 

24.2 

1»0 

X0.7 

23.0 

15.1 

7.9 

10.8 

8462.0 

K-6 

370 

21.9^ 

95.4 

15.9 

1.0 

9*2 

8.5 

26.6 

9.5 

11.2 

857^,0 

EAST  -FREDERICK 

K"*4 

552 

20.6 

94.3 

24.8 

2.0 

0.6 

23.3 

21.6 

,15.5 

11.2 

9501.0 

ELM  STREET 

K-6 

5afl 

20.3 

95.1 

27.0 

2.0 

12.0 

26.7 

25.9 

22.9 

11*6 

9842 .0 

GREEN  VaLiIEY 

K-6 

725 

22.6 

94*2 

31.1 

1.0 

5.8 

6.0 

18.1 

10.5 

9238 .Q 

LEW  IS  TOWN- 

K-6 

465 

22.1 

95.6 

20*.  0  " 

1.0 

7.4 

10.0 

21.4 

7.2 

10 . 8 

9178*6 

LIBER  TV 

K-6 

501 

24.1 

96.6 

18.8 

2.0 

11.7 

3p.O 

14.4 

7.2 

^(0 . 7 

8977.0 

HIDDLETOHN 

K-6 

493 

22.4 

96.5 

^1.0 

1.0 

10.0 

24.6 

50.0 

2.1 

11 .7 

10805.0 

MYERSVILLE 

K-6 

3^8 

22.5 

98.1 

13.6 

1.0 

14.5 

19.5 

39.7 

7.7 

11.2 

|8ai.o 

IMCH  -FIAKKC  1 

K-6 

534 

23.5 

96.3 

21.7 

1.0 

10.1 

15.5 

25.1 

9.9 

11.4 

8890.0 

NEW  MIDWAY 

K-6 

109 

17.8 

95.7 

9.6 

1.0 

8.5 

16.0 

26.4 

7,7 

io.i 

9045.0 

NORTH  FREDERICK 

K-6 

668 

21.8 

94.5 

28.6 

2.0 

11.0  • 

24.5 

19.6 

2.6 

11.6 

9853.0 

PARKWAY 

K-6 

347 

20.1 

96.4 

16.3 

1.0 

10 

11.0 

8.7 

6.8 

11.6 

9842.0 

SABILLASVILLE 
SOUTH  FREDERICK 


163        19.9       97.2  7.2         1.0      \      9.3        8.0      12.2  10.3  10.1 

593        19.7      94.9  27.1        3.0      \l0.6      17.6      13.3  20.6  11.4 


8145.0 
9661.0 


THURMONT 
URBAN A 


600        22.3       95.2  24.9        2.0  12.5       26-3      25.7-  8.8  10.4  9397.0 

46S         22.9      96.6  19.3         1.0  7.4       12.0      20*2  8.3  11.9  10902.0 


VALLEY 


SEE  APPENDIX  A 


506         19.3       96.4  ,24.2         2.0  17.2       16.9  26.7 

FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


5.2  9.7  51)^4.0 


^•^  Ki  \^ 
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FhuOtKlCK  COUNTY 


SCrKIOL  fUME 


table  4.   relation  of  achievement^to  maryland  norms,  by  skill 
areaSt  with"  nonverbal  ability  statistic-ally 

•  contr0lled4= 

■  ♦M;....*.!Ma?»,\ 

•  vOCAmiUXRY  READIHS  COMHREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TO^^U  : 

OKA.E  .vePAGE  AVERAVL    M.^T-      OIEEEp-  AVERAGE    ^12^  ^1?^!"-' ^Z'^  ^1^^'  U^  l^^" 

NORM 


LAtlD 
NORM 


ErCE 


LAND 
NORM 


fiE 


LAND 
NORM 


CAr!ROLL  HAIOR 

EAST  FpeOtUCK 
EU:  STREET 

GHEEN  VALLcY 

HhERTY 
HluDULTO»t< 
MYuRSv  TLLt 

Nt* ,  ^^inWAY 
N0.4TH  PRtUr.RICK 

pakkjkay 


[KJfAY 


V 

*  nUjKH^ir.T 
VALLEY 


3  lOS."* 
b  9d,1 


J  95,9 
b  93,9 


J  9'»,9 

b  9b,  1 

3  96«6 

5  95,3 


3  1U2,2 
5  102.7 


:3  97,6 
b  yli^ 


4  99,3 
b  100,9 


J  iUO.l 
b  10^,9 


5  99.3 
b  10H,7 


92, b 
9H.«* 


^  105,0 
b  100,6 


S  AlO.O 


1U'»,2 
b  ia7.7 


90*.  0 


3^  91.2 
b  92*7 


{    y  9H.7 
b  95*5 


3  97.2 
S  l02,6 


3 ,63' 

3.79 
.  '♦•77 

-.2? 

3.70 

'a, 71 

3,2H 
M,73 

3,27 
H.65 

-,05 

4. on 

3,50 

2.93 

.•♦.27 

3,22 

4^76 

-,?9 

3.0D 
(»,30 

3.13 

3«93 

-.20 
-.37 

3.22 
U.3b 

3,59 
5,]6 

3.63 
•i.2'* 

.,2a 

3,62 
5.32 

3,7ft 
b,06 

3,36 
4,Mfl 

♦-.•♦^ 

3.69 
a,92 

3, OA 
5,05 


3.?3 
5.19 


3,19 
5,M7 


5.M0 
•♦.71 


3,M»  , 


3,?R 
5,76 


3.M7 
b.52 


3.55 


2.  BO 

3,  no 


3    XUH,J  3»7b 


3,lf» 
5.16 


3.52 
b,M9 


3,91  . 

a.tt9 


3.33 
H.77 


3,27 
H,66 

3.J9 
U.90 


3,72 
5,36 


3.H2 
H.5» 


^,U5 
$.09 


-.37 


3.23 


•i,M5        -.5*>  5.00 


3, Mb 
«i,57 


3. OP 
t*,97 


i,75 
J  •>,0'*. 

5,7H 
S,70 


3,76 
5.6? 


3.02 


3,72 


-,?7 

♦  ,to 


♦  .3X 
-.26 


-,3? 
-.12 


-,10 


♦  .in 


3,26 
9,63 


3,39 


3,72 
5.25 


3,  MO 
5.7U 


^.7B 
S.SO 


3.63 


-V2?  2.62 
.,7m  *  H.09 


3.25  '  «-..in 


3.29 


4^,23 
4.r. 


3, '63 


3.1b 
5.1U 


3.66 
5.59 


3, 53 
5,21 


3.bl 
5^.57 


3,b'4 
5,bO 


3,1? 
5,06 


3,B6 
.  5.15 


3.nR 
S,U9 


3,06 
5.7'* 


3.a<« 

H.71 


-.21 
-.16 


♦  .17 
-.37 


-•21 
-«bO 

-,17 
-.b5 


-.10 
-.OU 


♦  ,27 

♦  ,3'* 


3,26 
M,95 


3*36 
fi.26 


,30 
,00 


.35 
,57 


-,2ft 
♦  .13 


♦  ,27 

4.25, 


-,1'* 
♦  ,10 


-,<♦?> 

-,1s 


-.06 
4.06 


4,0q 


3,^5 
U.«i7 


3.66 
'4,63 


3,^*5 


3,A9 
5, -12 


4,n2 

U,A6 


3*36 
5.07 


3,«i6 
5,11 1 


5,U2 


3.75 
5, US 


3,«7 
5,?0 


3.nl 
«i.o6 


u,n5 
•i.n9 


3,<»'» 


^  U,26 
5,09 


3.70 
•♦.9H 


3.6> 
b.05 


3.03  fiiOO 


«.12 
+  .15 


♦  ,32 

♦  .33 


-,5? 


-,51 


-,3«> 


-,22  ^.i>7 
-,62  *  u.?0 


4,02 


3,72 

5«ni 


'%,ftO 
*i,57 


3,75. 
5.06 


U.07 
.  5«55 


3,79 
H.79 


3  .69 
5,0 


3,96 
5.7.<* 


3,90 
5*66 


3.50 
5.25 


H.21 
5. •♦2 


U,22 
6.06 


U.20 
5.90 


3.90 


3,<42 
H.66 


U^16 


3,64 
5»10 


3.73 

b.56 


3,67 
5,12 


3.67 
5,07 


3,1(« 


-»flU  «  U,66 

-«un  3,10 
-.75  «  U,95 


-,36 
-.03 


♦  •23 

♦  ♦07 


,53 
,36 


,33 


%.3f' 
-i26 


4,25 
4,20 


-,2<t 
-.22 


-,n6 


,01 


♦  ,oa 


3,*i5U 
5,59 


3.65 
5.01 


3.10 
5,16 


3,26 
b,6<t 


3,09 
5,29* 


3,'*1 
5,63 


3,75 
b,53 


3,72 

b,n9 


3,50 
6,23 


3. '♦7 
2,69 


^^(iP  *  4,31' 


4  ,0n 

-.09 


4,17 


3,'»6 
5,2a 


3, to 
5,t6 


:5.-60 
5.U 


3^H0 

t,9g 


3.35 
S«10 

3, US 
b,12 


3.72 
5,59 


•♦.65 


3,67. 
5,'*7 


3.63 
5,77 


3,57 
5,71 


3,21 
5,30 


3,65- 
5. •♦5 


3,65 

6«on 


3.63 
5,93 


3.5n 


3.02 


3,36 
5.15 


-.01 
-.02 


♦.27 
♦  ,06 


>-.21 


,35 
♦  17 


.^,36 
♦  «00 


♦  .16 

♦  «16 


-.*»7  ♦ 
-.31  . 


-.35  , 
^.13 


-,H6  • 
-.h2 


♦  .16 

♦  ,33 


-,10 
♦  ,06 


-.13 
♦  ,01 


-,33 
4.30 


-.11 


3,17   .  -.26 


♦  .00 


♦  ,10 

♦  .13 


3.'»^  4.03 
5r5n  -.10 


T  SEE  CHAPTER  ^.  SECTION  ..l.i!  HO.  DbMNltlDNS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  C. 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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FKEDERtCK  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TAB:LE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  .  . 


SKILL  APEaS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAiCE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME         GRADE  *vr««E^V«*e.    H^Rr-      O-F^^-^^-  *V««E    HJRr-      D^PFER-  *vEp«E    HARr-      n.F_PPR.  *vE,,CE    HARV.  '  OX.r«. 


SAS 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


LAND 
'  NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


BRUNSMICK 
CAT^ROLL  MA  JOR 
CAST  FREDERICK 
ELM  STREET 
6MEEN  VALLLY 
LEwlSTOtfN 

t 

.LIuERTY 


3  105,4 
5  96,1 


95.9 
93,9 


9*. 9 
95,1 


96,6 
95.3 


3  102.2 
5  102,7 


3  97,6 
5  91,4 


3  99.3 
5  100,9 


3.65 
*».55 


3.24 
4.'^3 


2,93 
4.27 


3.13 


3.39 
5.16 


j.78 
5.06 


3.fr<^ 

5.oe\ 


3«89 
4.83 


3.28 

'<**64' 


3.22 
4.74 


3.32 
4.76 


3.Va 
5.V0 


3.39 
4.43 


3.50 
5.24 


-.24 
-.2n 


-.04 
♦  .09, 


-.29 
-.47 


-.19 

-.'32 


-.29 
-.24 


4.39 
4.63 


-.42 
-.19 


3,70 
4,71 


3.50 
4,40 


3,t)6 
4,36 


3,22 
4,35 


3.62 
5.32 


3,69 
4,92 


3,23 
5,13 


3.96 
4.92 


3.33 
4.75 


3.26 
4.84 


3.37 
4.66 


3  ..75 
5*4.6 


3.44 
4.54 


3.55 
5«31 


-.26 
-.21 


♦  .17 
-.35 


-.20 
-.48 


.15 
.51 


-.13 
-.14 


♦  .25 

♦  .38 


-.32 
-.18 


T.85 

4.-^7 


3.66 
/f.63 


3.25 
4.21 


5.15 


3.69 
5.52 


4.02 
4.86 


3.36 
5.07 


4.29 
5.12 


3.69 
4.96 


3.63 

5r05 


3.74 
^5.06 


4.09 
5.62 


3.80 
4.77 


3.91 
5.49 


-.44 
-.5« 


-.03 
-.53 


.38 
.84 


3.^7 
5.12 


3.67 
5.07 


3.14 
4.66 


*-«39  3.10 
-.75  •  4,95 


-.40 
-.10 


♦  .22 

♦  .09 


.55 
.42 


3.34 
5.59 


3.65 
5.01 


3.10 
5.16 


3,93 
5.17 


3. Hi 
5.01 


3.35 
S.IO 


3.45 

5.n 


3.75 
5.66 


3.50 
4,82 


3.59 
5.53 


••06 
-.0$ 


♦  •26 

♦  .06 


^21 

-!.4ll 


-.35 
«.i6 


-.41. 
-.07 


♦  .15 

♦  .19 


-.37 


HIODLETOWN 

3 
5 

100,1 
104.9 

3.23 
5.19 

3.55 
5.59 

-.32 
-.4(1. 

3,26 
5.00 

3.61 
5.63 

-.35 
-.63 

3.56 
•  5«41 

3.96 
5.79 

-.40 
-.38 

3.28 
5.^64 

3.64 
5.82 

-.36 
-.t8 

MYEKSVILLb 

3 
5 

99,3 
104,.  7 

3.19 
5.47 

3.50 
5.57 

-.31 
-.10 

3,28 
5,63 

3.55 
5.62 

-.27 

♦  .ot 

3.54 
5.(|2 

3.91 
5.78. 

-.37 
-.36 

3.09 
S.?9 

3.59 
5.81 

-.60  f 
-.52 

Utit  MAPKET 

3 
5 

92,5 
98,4 

3.40 
4.71 

3.06 
5.03 

♦  .34 
-.32 

3.39 
5.33 

3V10 
5.11 

4.29 
♦  .2? 

3.75 
5.45 

3.48 
5.30 

♦  .27 

♦  •15 

3.41 
5.63 

3.22 
5.34 

♦  .19 

♦  .59  » 

ULh  MinWAY 

3 
b 

105,0 

ioa,6 

3.43 
4.92 

3.86 
S.22 

-.43 
-»30 

3,72 
5.25 

3.93 
5.29 

-.21 
*-.04 

3.07 
5.?0 

4.26 
5.47 

s 

-.29 
-.27 

3. '75 
5.53 

3.91 
5.51 

-.16 
♦  .02 

NOKTH  FREQlRICk 

3 
5 

104, S 
110,0 

3.28 
5.76 

3.83 
"  6.03 

-.55  • 
-.?7 

3,46 
5.74 

3i90 
6.04 

-,44 
-.30 

3.^1 
•«.Q8 

4.23 
6.15 

-.4? 
-.20* 

3.72 
6.09 

3.88 

6..  20  ' 

-.16 
-.11 

PAHKiKi^Y  ^  - 

'  3 
b 

104,2 
107,7 

3.47 
5.52 

3.01 
5.83 

-,3a 
-.31 

3,78 
5.80 

3.68  ' 
5.86 

-.10 
-.06 

4.05 

4.21 
6.00 

-.16 
-.11 

3'.  50 
6.23 

3.86 
6.03 

-.36 
♦  .20 

SAOILLASVILLE 

3 

99,8 

3.55 

3.53 

♦  .0J> 

3,63 

^.59 

♦  .04' 

3.04 

3.94 

♦  .00 

3.47 

3^62 

-.15 

SOUTH  FREOtRlCH 

3 
5 

91,2 
92,7 

iS.no 

3.88 

2.98 
.  4.54 

-.18 
-.66 

2.82 
4,09 

3.02 
4.65 

-.20 
-.56 

3.  ?7 

4.  ?0 

3.40 
4.^7 

-.13 
-.67 

2.89 
4.31 

3.15 
4.92 

-.26 
-.61  « 

THURMONT 

3 

104,3 

3.75 

3.82 

<-.06 

3,83 

3.89 

-.06 

4.02 

4.22 

-.20 

3.82 

3.87 

-.05 

urbana 

3 
5 

94,7 
95,5 

3.15 
5.16 

3.20 
4.78 

-.05 
♦  .38 

3,16 
5,10 

3.25 
4.87 

-.09 
♦  .23 

3.72 
5.01 

3.62 
5^08 

♦  .10 
-.07 

3.46 
5.28 

3*34 
5,13 

♦  .12 

♦  .15 

VALLEY 

3 

5 

97,2 
102,6 

3.52 
5.49 

3.36 
5.39 

».16 
♦  .ID 

3,68 
5,59 

3.41 
5.45 

♦  .27 

♦  *14 

3.90 
5.57 

3.78 
5.62 

♦  •12 
-.05 

3.4^ 
5.48 

3.48 
5.65 

♦  .00 
-.17 
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TABLE  3.    .SCHOOLv  LEVEL— COMMUNIT.Y  -AND'  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
.     PROFILE*  • 


SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  * 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER*S 
llEGREE 

OR  AlOVE 
(9) 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN^ 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(12) 

^  SCHOUL  NAME 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

TPirUPR 

ADMI N« 
(8) 

WALKERSVIL4.E  , 

K-6 

466 

20.9 

97.3 

21.3 

1 

^^i  8.5 

16.0 

22.a 

7,7 

I1T4 

10644.0 
%/ 

WAVERLY 

K-6 

7Q1 

23.3 

96. 7o 

,  31.5 

2.0 

13 . 7 

20.9 

2.8 

12.3 

11390.0 

• 

WOLFSVILLE  , 

K-6 

«  230 

20.2  *. 

97. <3 

10.4 

i.(T 

13.6 

8.0 

*  23*.  7 

1.7 

9.8 

•  1 
88Sl0.0 

\ 

WOODSlOROiv 

Kt6 

226  • 

,  20.0 

96.3 

12.3 

1.0 

,10.1 

4.0 

26.3 

11.0 

9.6 

8910.0 

«       YELLOW  SPRINGS. 

o 
K-6 

433 

21.3 

97.1 

19.3 

1.0 

V  * 

9.0 

23.0 

21.7 

3.2 

12.1 

10905.0 

IRUNSi^iCK^  JR  SR 

6-12 

1065 

19.9 

93.3 

51.6 

2.0 

10.3 

9.0 

23.3 

7,0 

10 .6 

8593«0 

•                               "   *   r  * 

EHHITfifiURG 

K-8 

4oa 

lfl.6  ' 

95.6 

19.7 

2.0 

6.2 

8.0 

•• 

11.1 

9.7 

10.8 

t935.0 

*  •  ♦ 

•*          THURMONT  MIDDL6 

5-8 

704 

20.9 

96.6 

31.7 

2.0 

9.8 

14 .5 

30.3 

9.4 

10.3 

908;^n'0 

1 

CATOCTIN 

GOV  THQS  JOHNSON  SR  JR 

9-12 
7-12 

959 
2600  . 

22.8 
20.4 

91.3 
93.3 

40.0 
1Z2.6 

2.0 
5.0 

10.5 

18.3 
14.4 

40.5 
38.0  : 

8.8 
8.1 

10.5  1 
11,9 

89X5.0 
10149.0 

Ltl40A;N03E  SR  JR 

} 

7-1? 

il-69^' 

20.7 

92.6  > 

53.6 

3.0 

8.0 

19.1 

30.2  . 

9.9 

U.l 

9008.0 

MIPDLETOWN  JR  SR 

7-12  . 

1010 

2-. 7 

94.7 

\ 

44 .5 

2.0  ^ 

12.3 

47.3 

4.3 

11.0 

9754I0 

.  WALKERSVILLE  SR  JR 

7«-12 

786 

20.4 

95.2 

36.6 

2.0 

10.6 

32.0 

39*1  10.3 

10.7 

9995.0- 

Wbr  FREDERICK  JR. 

7-9 

1233 

20*6 

93.2 

37.3 

2.9 

7.7 

IS. 2 

19.4 

14.0 

11.4 

9679.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FO^  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(WALKERSVILLE  -  WEST. FREDERICK  JR) 
TAPLE  4. 


FKeOCKlCK  COUNTY 
SCftOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME,. 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENf  TO  MARYLAND  NORM.S ,  BY 
AREAS"!  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
C0NTRpi:LED4=  \  °     .  ' 

"SKILL  Ane»s    6        '.         '  . 


SKILL 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPrtEHENSlON 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


GRADE  aVEUAGE^AVFR/iGL  MARY- 
LAND 

.     SAS  CE  WORM 


DIFFER.  AVERAGE    MARY-      OWER-  AVEriAOf    MARY-      ^j^^l^^'  AVERAGE  MARY- 


Er;CE 


GE 


LAND 
NOHM 


ErKE 


nE 


LAND 
NOHM 


6F 


LANO 
NORM 


OTFFEH- 

EMCE 


WALKEKSVILUE 

3 

b 

ion, 2 

It  .00 
'S.'tO 

^•0l 
^•67 

-,01 
-•?7 

4.00 

5.61 

4.12 
5,77 

^,12 
-.16 

11.91 
5.61 

4.45 
5.96 

-.14 
-.35 

4,05 
6,16 

4.06 
5.99 

-.01  . 
♦.17 

KAVEKUY 

!> 

99,1 
101.9 

.  3,fl3  ^ 
5«HS 

3.52 

♦  .11' 

3.72 
5.35 

3.57 
5.42 

♦  ,15 
-.07 

3.02 
5.64 

3»92 
5.54 

-.10 
♦  .10 

3,35 
5,75 

3.59 
5.50' 

-•2i| 
♦  •17 

wolfsville 

3 
5 

97,5 
iOl.O 

2,97 
5,13 

3.31 
S.Oit 

-,3a 
♦  ,0o 

3,11 
5.21 

c? 

3«30 
5.16 

r  * 

-•27 
♦  ,05  / 

n.io 

l»^79 

3^79 
5.H5 

-.37 
-.66 

3,  to 
5,26. 

0,40 

-  ^9 
-,22 

MUOOSUORO 

3 
b 

99. •* 
9fl,9 

2,61 
5,12 

3.<*1 
^.A9 

-•on  • 
♦  ,23 

2,63 
5,30 

3.'49 
^5.00 

-.06  • 
♦  •30 

2^97 
9.^1 

.^.06 
5.31 

♦  .on 

3.02 
5^29 

>  3^S6 
.  5^34 

-,0«»  • 
-•05 

YtLLOw  SPRINGS  < 

b 

109,  ^ 

110,  ^ 

3,M 
b,67 

^.09 
5.06 

-,25 
-•1° 

a, 22 
5,63 

4,21 
5.97 

♦  .01 
-•34 

5^Q4 

4^5(» 

-.15 

3.00 
6.34 

4,11 
6,12 

<i«3l 
♦  ,22 

BRUNSWICK  JR  SR 

7 
9 

4«*,7 
93,1 

6,13 
7,07 

6.22 
7,56 

-,0Q 

6,bb 
0,03 

6.33 
7.30 

♦  .22 

♦  .65 

^•15 

6.47 
7^62 

-•5? 
-.2«^ 

6^69 

■"o.ii 

6,66 

7,7a 

♦.03 
♦  ,37 

EMMlTSMURw 

3 

5 
7 

f 10P,9 
10?, 6  , 
9tt,7 

3,09 
•*»/>7 
6.95 

3.51* 
^•19 
6.63 

-',<*5 
♦  ,3? 

3,10 
It, 00 
7,27 

'  3.63 
5.32 
6.71 

-.45 
-.4^ 
♦  •56 

^.•i9 
4.95 
7.?7 

.  r 

3.99 
5.53  ' 
6.79 

-.40 
-.50  ^ 
♦  .40 

3.53 
5.01 
7,^4 

^5,57 
,7,01 

-,12 

♦  ,24 

♦  ,33 

b 
7 

9^,<* 
99,6 

b,16 
6,S5 

•ti,7l 
ft,  77 

♦  ,<*7 

4,91 

4.f)2 
6.03 

♦  .09 
-.27 

*i.t40 

6.70 

5.07  - 
6  •^2 

♦  .41 

—  i  2? 

0 

5,46 
6  ,90 

5,11 

7  ta 

♦  ,35 
-  21 

CATOCTlfJ 

9 

103,3 

^,53 

-.OM 

0.63 

0.50 

♦  .on 

0.45 

0.52 

-.07 

H,76 

'  -.06 

t 

GUV  riios  JoHfibuN  sn 

7 
9 

10b, 0 
102,0 

7,26 
9, .06 

7,20 
<^,b2 

7.t»6 
0.99 

7.31 
0.37 

♦  .IS 
^.62 

7.^6 
0.75 

7.29 

.n.4i 

♦  .^7 

♦  .34 

7,56 
0.77 

7,52 
0,63 

♦  .04 
♦.14 

LlUGAtinHE  Jh 

7 

99,6 
•9^,9 

■J,9u  ^ 

6,72 

♦  ,14 

-,2n 

6,09 
0,10 

6.70 
'0.04 

♦  .in 

♦  .14 

6.  <i2 

7,  n7 

6.06 
0.12 

-.34 
-.90 

6.92 
0.16 

7, no 

0,^3 

-.16 
-.17 

MISSLieTOWN  JR  SR 

7 
9 

103,7 
100,5 

7,tt9 
0,3d 

7, in 

0^33 

♦  ,^l 

-,0^5 

7,21 
0,2b 

7.22 
0.25 

-.01 
♦  .01 

7.?1 
7.02 

7.24 
0.31 

-.3" 

7.63 
0.52 

7,51 
0,53 

♦.12 
-.01 

WALKEHSVILUE  5K  JR 

7 
9 

99.7 
100,2 

^  8,1*3 

^>,7g 

0,31 

♦  .07 
-.10 

6,04 
0,52 

6.65 
0.24 

-.01' 
♦  .20^ 

«.72 
-^^•74 

6.94 
0.31 

-,22 
-,57 

7.06 
0.43 

7,19 
0,53 

-.13 
-.10 

WEST  FRED6RICK  JR 

7 

9 

100,0 
101, b 

6,22 
7,77 

6,06 
n,>43 

r,6>4 

V  6.52 
0,11. 

6.91 
0.33 

-.3Q 

6.15 

7.«i7 

6*96 
0.36 

-•61 
-,79 

6.90 
7.94 

7,17 
0,60 

-.27 
-.66 

t  SEE  CHAFTgR  ^»  SECTION  ^•1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXFUANATION  OF 
*■    ACCOKF ANTING  »»DfFFE^RENCE»*  SCORES.^  « 
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(WALKERSVILLE  -  WEST 


ICK  JR)' 


igKeOlERlCK  COUNTY 
;$iClHiOOL  S\^TEH 


TfBLE  5;     REOTION  ,0f  AGHyEVEMENT'  .fD  MARYLAND  NORMS  r  BY  SKILL  • 

~:  :  r        areas,  w^ith  nonverbal  ABitim  Xnd  socioeconomic  status 

STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  ♦      \  \  ; 


;  ;  .  «    VOCABULARY  READING  COMPpgHENSlON  '  LANGUAGE  TOTAL     .  MATHCMA-XICAiJ;  TOT«L  ¥f 

SCHOOL  NAME      .  '  grade  AVERAGE  AVERAGE.  -MARY^      OIF^^^^  ;MaRY- \    DIFFER-^  AVEpAgE    MARY-      OIFFE^-  AVERAgI    MARY^^^^  OTFPER- 

^       LAND     ,  EUCJS,  tANO        ENCE  LAND  •     EmCE  \   1  Awn  >  IV  ewre  . 

NORM 


WAukERSVILLE 

*  '•  ■  .  .1 
WAveKLY 


WOLFSVILLt 


wooosboRoy^ 

YtLLOW  SPRINGS 
BRUNSWICK  "JR  SR 
EfflXTSnURG  ^ 

THURMOMT  MlSbLt 
CATOCTIN 

GOV  THOS  JJHNSON  SI 
^    LINGAMORE  SR  JR 
MIDDLBTOWN  JR  SR 
^WALKEKSVILcE  SH  JR 


5AS 

.  1.08,5 

ao8.2 

J^oo 

•  ^3 
5 

'99,1 
101.9 

3.83, 
5.45.  ^ 

3 

b 

97.5 
101.0 

"  2.97 
5.13 

♦  b 

99.  U 
98.9* 

e-61 

*>  19 

3  •  le 

3 
b 

1^9.  & 
110. U 

3.84 

'  i 

7 
9 

9'».7 
'93. 1 

6.13 
7.  07 

3 

bv 
7 

100.9 

102  '6 
98 1 7 

3.09 
4  .  67 
6.95 

b ' 
7 

95. 
99.6 

5.  IB 

fit..  55 

103.  3 

7 

V 

105.0 
102.0' 

7*26 
^.06 

7 

9 

99.6 
9B.9 

6.^6 
7.9U 

7 

9 

103.7 
100.^ 

7.49  ' 
^^.30 

7 
9 

99.7 

ioa.2 

6'.  86 
B.13 

7^ 
9 

100^8 
101.5 

6.22 
7:77 

GE 


'tANO 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


5,87- * 

•/ 

-.Oq 
-.47  . 

4.00 
5.61 

4;i7 
5.90 

-.17 
-.29 

<f.31 
5.^1 

3,4B  ' 
5.33  \ 

4.35 
+  .12  • 

3.72 
5. '35 

3.b4 

<i>.i8 
-.o«» 

3.«92 
.  5.64 

3,38 
5.25 

•-..41 
r.  12 

3.il 
5.21 

3.43 
5,32' 

3.38 
•t .  ft 

3#50 
.5.07 

*-.B9  ♦ 
+  .P5 

2.63 
5.^0 

3*56 
'  5.15 

-.93  ♦ 
+  .15 

2.97 
§•31  ' 

71.15 
6.06 

•*ta3l 
-.39 

4.22 
5,63 

^/  . 

4.23 
6.OI9 

i^-oi 

-.45 

4.  -S5 

5.  Q4 

6.e3  ' 
7.57 

-.10 
-.SO' 

•  6.55 
8.03 

6.33 
7-39 

it  '  * 
+  .22. 
+  .64 

7.37 

;3.6& 

5.39 
6.67 

-1^1 
-.72 

3.18 
4.88 
7.27 

3.66  ' 

5.45 

6.73 

t 

•■.V8 
-•57„ 
+  .54 

3.59 
4.95 
7.27 

1 

4.77^^ 
6-77 

*-41^ 

•o'*.9l 
6.5b 

4.87 
6.82  • 

♦  .04 
-^.26 

5.46 
6.70 

8.74 

-.25  - 

8^63 

8. 59 

+  .04 

8.45  <^ 

7^36 
8. "59  ' 

-.10 

M^e 

>.8.99 

7.3& 
8,44 

+  .10 

+  .55  . 

7^S'fr 
6.75 

6.77  . 
*.24 

-.30 

-6.89 
8.18 

8.0(7* 

+  .07 
+  .11 

6.S2 
7.57 

LAND 
NORM 


4.48 
6.04 

3.84 
5.56 


5.50 


3.91 
,5.34 


4.54 

6.^Jl 

6^4^ 
7.63' 


4.01 
5.62 
6.64 


5.07 
6.92 


'7.40 
6.  SI 


»  6.92 
8.20 


.17 
.43 


-.07, 
+  .08  ' 


GE 


4.05 
6.16 


3.35 
5.75 


LAND  I  l  ENCE 
NORM  I  ^' 


-i.41  3;iR 
-.71  «  5.26 


-.94  «  3.02 
-.03   ^  5.29 


.19. 
.27 


-54 
.26 


-.42 
-.-67 
+  .43 


+  .41 
-.22 


-.19 


+  .24' 


3.80 
6.34 


6.69 
8»,ll 


3.53 
5.81 


4-io 

6..07. 


3.56 
5.60 


3.50 
5.53 


3.60 
5*38 


4.15 
6.23 


6.66 
7.^5 


3.^8 

5-65 


7.34  7.03 


-.OS 
+  .09 


-.23 
•+.15. 


-.32 
-.27 


-.56.  * 
-.09 


-.35 

+.li 


+  .03 
+  .36 


-.f5  .-^ 
+  .16 
+  -31  . 


.40 
.67 


7.22 
8.42 


'6.78 
8.39 


6.90 
8.54 


+  .27  . 
-.12 


+  .0A 
-.26 


-.68 
-.77 


8.26 


7.23 
8.26 


-.02 
+  .00 


.  7*ai 

7.92 


7.28  ^  -.07 
8.36  -,44 


6.84  •  >  6.(i.3  ^  6.72 
8.52    ^VB-2^      +.30   "*  7.74 


6.52  v^6.94  *  -Si'iPei  6.35 
ft.  11         '<8.38  -     -.27'  7-«7 


6.93 
6.33 


7^.03 
6.46 


-.21' 


-68 


5.46 
6.O8 

5.12 
7.11 

+  .«J4 
-.13 

8.76 

9.85 

-.09 

7.56 
8.77 

6.92 
B.l^ 

*  7.61, 
'8.71  • 

7.11 
/8.38 

*.05 
+  .06 

-.19 
-.22 

7.63 
8.52 

7.49* 
8.55 

+  ^14^ 
-.p3  , 

r 

7.06 

;6.43 

7.12  . 

"8152  .  ' 

-.06 
,-.09 

6.90 

7?94 

7.22  - 
R.66 

-.72  * 

*    «^^S?:NJfN%*il,?F'^^JiN^E.-'j?ORlL"'"'""''='  °'  '''''''  ^'<''.^*N*TION  OF  ASTERISK  ,.i 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LlEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSES^^^NTjJ^FOSMATION 


4.12  GARRETT  * COUNTY  |  .  ° 

'  School  System  Goals  and  Objective^     '  a 


■  ■  ■     ..  .  \i .        ,  .     ■  - 

A.  "  Goal  setting  Activities.     In  implementing  the  Gairi^ett 

'  County,  Accountability  Assessment  Program,  one  of  the  first  steps  J 
taken  was"  total  staff  involvement  of  principals  and  supervisors, 
on,  the  nature  and  nurtui-e  of  assessment  and  accountability  as 
related  to  Garrett  Coufcby,  it6  schools,  its  teachers,  and  its 
youth..*  The- priacfpalslLn  tutn  oriented  their  staffs  and  began  work 
on  goals  and  objectives  in  the  defined  curricular  areafe  of  reading, 
writing;  -and >mathematics.     The  Garrett  County  Accountability  and 
Assessment  Committee,  consisting  of'supervisors,  principals,  and 
teachers ,  ' came  into  , being.   .Committee  members  attended  a  seminar  ; 
in  goal  and  objec1;i;*re  writing  in  Hager s town, .  Mary land,  sponsored 
by  the  Maryland  State  Department  of  Education;,  and  after  this 
seminar,'  local  goals  fCw:  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics  were 
develoE>%d  and  written  within  the  firamewoirk  of  the  State  goals. 
■.The!goa%  were  printed  and  sent  as  working  copies  with  r^qpests  for; 
tecOmmert|ations  to  each  Supervisor;,  principal,  teac^ier,  PTA 
presideaA,  and  selected  studehts  in  the, school  system.     Rewriting  . 
'  and  editing  followed  this  distributive  and  r^-accumulative  process. 
-The  Director  of  Curriculum  and  Instruction  met  with  the  County 

Qr?Q  •  . 


council^  of  PTA»*^  and  discussejl  >he  .goals  at-  len^^^    at  a  publf  c  ' 
nijetwig..    The  gdals  were  pre^enfee^'lo  the  Bdard^of  ES^Ltion^^^ 
xts  June  meeting,  for  approval .whiclx  was  given  uftani^^^^ 

''^^^  ^^"^  ^°  the^arylahd  S^atfLpart- 

ment  of  EducatAoi^  for  approvail.        '  -        ^      «  ^  *^ct'cij.u 

i;^^.^  1 ...  ^y^^^  S^l^^l^gyBtetti- Goals.    .BaaeH  npnn  the  ' 

mI^?  J'^f^.— ^^^^^^^f^^^^*^^^^'         fiathematics,  adbpted  by 

S^J!4^cat±on,.Garre^^^^  developed: 
the  following  .local  s^steitt  goals;     .    '  :  uevexopea 

■         ' '  ....      ■  *  ,  -,.        '     \      .  's     ■       ,,     ;■,  ..  ■ 

.  ■  .  in/ Reading  ,  each  student- upon  completion  of  his-  elemfen-  • 
tary-secon.dary  school  reading  prograj:       "       .  eiemen-  - 

l.A..  Shoi^ld  be  able  to  identify  his  purpose  for  using  ' 
reading  materials,  both  print  and  nonprint.  . 

•  .  ,  '  1|B.  ShouM^be  able^to'iden 
.   .  .  •     reading  material  appropriate  for  his  purpose.  . 

•     1:C.  Should ~^e. able  to  locate  materials,  both  print  arid  : 
nonprint ,  which  are  apprppr late  for  his . purpose . 

l.D.  Should  be  able  to  obtain  information  from  the 
"  materials,  both  print  and  noripriiit,  that  he  has 
selected,  . 

.    I.E.  Should  be  able  to  use  effective  study  techniguis. 

1.  F.  Should  be  able  to  adjust  his  reading  rate  to  his  « 

purpose  for  reading.    .  ■  . 

2.  A.  Should  be  able  to  perform  specific  readiness  tasks 

^hich  prepare  him  to  use  a  word  recognition  system.  " 

,  2 ^^2^1^;^^  able  to  use  phonic  c^^^^ 

unfamxliar  words • 


2.e.  Should  be  able  to  use  structural -analysis  to 
pronounce  unfamiliar  words. 

.  -      .    ■-  9  \  .  ■  ' 

2.p.  Should-^e^able  to'use  pictures  and/or  context 'clues 
to  Identify  and  define  unfamiliar  words. 

2.E.  Should  be  able  to  use  author j.ty  clues  to  help  him 
recognize  unfamiliar  words  and  understand  their 
meanings.  . 

de^ails!"^  ^^^^  to  identify  main  ideas  and  supporting 
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3 •B,  Should  be  able  to  determijie  the  appropriate 
meaning  of .  a -word/ phrase,  or  passiage  froiti  a 
"     /      '       %    reading  selection*         ^  >^ 

3..C4  Should  be  able  to  determine  -the  intent  of  the  'com- 
V  municatiohvbyy identifying  the  pattern  of  thought  • 
(e.g.  ,  style,  time,  mood,  causes-effect ^  sequence) 
used  by  the  author.  \.  . 

3.  D.  According  to  his  own  exp,eri6i>c?es  and  knowledge 

about  the  content should  be.  able  to  ask  a 
variety  of  questions  w,hich  cause  him  to  think 
literally  (i.e.,  reading  of  the  lines);  critically 
(i.d.>  reading  between  the  lines);  and  creatively 
(i.e.  /  reading  beyond,  the  linens)  about  materials 
^hd  to  find  suitable  ansj/ers  to  those  questions.  ^ 

4.  A.  Should  be  able  tdV follow  directions. 

V  4.B.  Should  be  able  to  locate  needed  data  In  standard 

reference  books.  ^  , 

■    .  .       '         '  '  ■ 

4.C;  Should  be  able  to  attain  through  reading  increased 
*        >  knowledge  of  himself  and  his  role  in  society. 

-  ■    v  ■*  '  "  '  ■  ■  "        *^  ^  '  ■ 

^\    4.D.  Should  be  able  to  recognize  symbols  "which  pertain 
;  ;  to  his  survival.       ?  ♦ 

4.E...  Should  be  able  to  r^kd  and  understand  job  applica- 
tions and  other  fopas  pertinent  to  his  societal 
^  well-being.  '  ^ 

;  x5.A.  Should  have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading, 

),        'indicated .by  an  interest  in  reading,  by  a  desire 
I  to  read,  -and  by  reading. 

In  Writing,  each  student  upon  completion  of  his 
e].ementary-secondary  school  writing  program  of  tl^is  school  system 
.should  be  able  to^ 

1. A.  Record  his  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his  own  use, 
*  observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of 
usage /  and  conventions  of  rhetorioyand  mechanics. 

1.  E.  Communicate  his  thoughts  and  feelings  to  others, 

obserjving  appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of 
■  ,     usa^e,  and  conventions  of  rhistoric  and  mechanics. 
*   *  •  -  ■ 

2.  A.  Write  in  a  social  situation, -observing  accepted 

conventions  of  writing. 
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2.  B.  Write  in^a  business  or  vocational  situation/  ob- ' 

serving  the  accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

;   2.C.  Write  in  a  scholastic  situation,  observing  accepted 
.        conventioiis  of  writing.  ^  acceptea 

^  3.A.  Demonstrate  the  necessity  of  writing  for  a  vkrietv 
of  personal  and  social  needs.     (Affective  domain)! 

3.  B.  Writp  -to  fulfill, personal  and  social  needs. 

« 

■  evidences  of  satisfaction  from  writing. 

io™«r,4.  Matheihiatics .  each  student  upon  completion  of  his 

lementary-secondary  school  mathematics  program  shoSJS: 

l.A.  Be  able  to  recall  basic  mathematical  facts. 
l.B.  Be  able  to  identify  mathematical  symbols. 

1.  e.  Be_able  to  recognize  mathematical  concep-ts,  such  as 

definitions,  facts',  and  symbols,  as  they  appear 
in  problematic  and  life  situations.  ' 

2.  A.  b4  able  to.  perform  with  accuracy  and  efficiency 

the  basic  operations  of  addition,  subtraction, 
-multiplication,  and  division.  -  .  a 

2.  B.  Be  able  -to  solve  simple  equations  and^^ inequalities. 
•2.C.  Be  able  to  use  common  measuring  instruments. 

3.  A.  Understand  the  concepts  of  number,  numeral,  and 

sets  of  numbers.  ' 

3. B.  Understand  the  properties  of  equ^ity  and  inequality. 
3.C.  Understand  the  ideas  of  ratio  and  proportion. 
.^*°*  ^d^giap^s.'^^^'^         '^^""^^'^  data  from  charts,  tables, 
gSometry*'°  ^he  fundamental  concepts  of 

3.F.  Be  able  to  recognize  that  numbers  may  be  written  in 
many  forms  and  should  be  able  to  transpose  them 
verbally.  to  another  either  physically  or 


4  .A.  Be  abl^  to  translate  4  problem  situatio  a 
^     mthematlcar  sei^beft^^^ 

for  the  TOOdel^^aild  icisi^^  the  mathematical 

V  solution  in  the  context  of  his  problem  situation . 

'  -■  .  ""'  '  •    .  '^  "  •  '■.■'^ 

4  .B.  *  fie  able  to  dee^lop^  a  logical,  sequence;  in  i^l^  sol^  \ 
/  tion  of  verbal  problems.  ■  '^'^  :. 

4.G.  Be  able  to  "estima.te  the  solution  d£  a"  quantitative 
problem.  '      ;      -  '   -  ^^'i  -  .-..<V, 

4.  D.  Be  able  to  solve  mathematical  problenms.^      ^       ^  * 

5  •A.  Be  able  to  recognizeir  in  ^  given  situation,  the 

existence  of/ a  problem,  state' 'i€  formally >.  list  the  . 
hypothesis,  and  state  if  It  has  a  unique  solution.  " 

'  V  ^-  ■  -^--^  '  •  .       '  /  •     ^^  ^ 

5.  B.  Be  able  to  solve  personal  and  societal^toblems  ^ 

using  mathematical  reasoning  and*processes  if  they  . 
are  applicable.  ,  •  .  * 

6.  A. /Be  ablfe  to  recbgriize  thlgt  cohtJ^ibution  Of  mathe- 

matics to  the,  progress^  of  civilizatiorf. .  '  ' 

6.B.  Know  the  historical  and  cultural  development  of. 
counting  and  meastirin^.  . 

6.C.  Be  able  to  participate  in  the^  4'®,arning  of  mathe- 
matics beyond  that  which  is  merely  required  by 
his  sc;hooling. 

'  "  '  ■    .        ■      *  '  •     ■     '  • 

C.  Comments  on  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Results 

The  Asses$ment  Erogram  for  1^73-74  for  Garrett  County  was  conduoteti 
acQprding  to^  State  guidelines.    The  total  nximber  of  youth  tested 
by  the  Iowa  T^sts  of  Basic  Skills  and  the  Nonverbal  Cognitive^^ 
Abilities  Test  were  l,7a4;  i.e. ,  424 Vin  grade  3,  450  in- grade  5/ 
503  in  grade  7,  and  407  in:  grade  9,.  out  of  a  total  enrollment  of 
1,842  or  97  percent  tested.    Those  youth  not  tested  were  excluded 
•by  havihg  Data  System  for  the  iSandicapped  Forms  that  indicated  , 
the  assessment  instruments  were  not  applicabldr  to  -  them. 

Prom  the  following  charts  and  tables  in  this  Report, 
generalities  about  the  results  of  the  Accountability  Assessment 
Program  can  be  made. 
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yuam  OF  ACaiEVEHEOT       SMIX  aUS  TO  H«YLAHD  NORMS  WITH  HONVERBAl  ABlLm  SCORES  AHB 
.  .  SOCIO-ECOtlOMEC  STATUS  SIAXISTICAIilC  COHTROLLED 


OEADIKG 

I^CUAGE 

MATHEHAtXCS' 

3  * 

5 

7' 

0  . 
■  y 

3 

5 

7 

9 

3 

5 

7 

9 

Schools  SlenlflcAnttlv 

z 

1 

Z 

1 

1 

1 

>  - 
2 

■  X/ 

2' 

2 

3 

1 

33t 

33Z 

BZ 

9Z 

33Z 

33Z 

15Z 

IBZ 

30Z 

33Z  . 

SchooU  Abovft  M«ryl«nd 

/  7 

7 

2 

1 

7 

4  , 

1 

1 

7  ^ 

5 

2 

i 

33Z 

33Z 

45Z 

36Z 

m 

54Z 

33Z 

33Z 

Schcolt  Belov  Maryland 
Avarnso  * 

4 

'  3 

1 

1 

4 

6 

3 

1 

3 

4 

1 

1  = 

3U 

27? 

17Z 

34Z 

'  39Z 

55Z 

soz 

34Z 

23Z 

36Z 

17Z 

34Z 

Schools  Slnalfic^cfly  > 
Bulou  Maryland  Avaraca 

0 

0  ' 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

OX 

OX 

oz 

OX-  1 

BZ 

OZ 

oz 

J. 

OZ 

OZ 

TOTAL  , 

13 
lOOZ 

11 

lOOZ 

6 

lOOZ 

3  j 

loot 

13 
lOOZ 

U 
lOOZ  ^ 

lOOZ  lOOZ 

13 
lOOZ 

11 
lOOZ 

6 

loot 

3 

lOOZ 

The  generalities  ^re  as  follows: 

*>    '  ' 

1.'  The  curriculum  designed  for  Garrett  County  youth  reflect 

positively  the  goals  of  the  school  system  as  measured 
by^ these  assessment  instruments.  . 

(In  reading,  69  percent  of  the  schools  in  grade  3, 
73  percent  of  the  schools  in  grade  5,  83  percent  of  the 
schools  in  grade  7,-  and  66  percent  o^  the  schools  in 
grade-  9  scored  above  the  State  Norm;  and  in  mathematics, 
69  percent  of  the  schools  in  grade  3,  64  percent  of 
the  schools  in  grade  5 ,  83  percent  of  the  schools  in 
grade  7  and  66  percent  Of  the  schools  in  grade  9  scored 
above  the  State  Norm.)  i  * 


2. 
3. 


4. 


5. 


The  nonverbal  ability /of  Garrett  County  youth  is  similar 
to  that  of  the  remainder  of  Maryland. 

The  emphasis  on  basic  skills  in  grades  k-1-2-3  and  the 
emphasis  of  ESEA  Title  I  in  the  same  grade  areas  in  • 
selected  schools  are  significant  in  grade  3  as  compared 
to  grades  5,  7,  and  9.  - 

The  youth  of  Garrett  County  score  lowest  in  the 
curricular,  area  of  language  and  its  usage  (writing) 
as  cDmpated  to  reading  and  mathematics.. 

The  youth  in  Garrett  County  also  score  lowest  in  all 
designated  curricular  areas  except  reading  in  grade  5 
as  compared  to  the  other  grades  of  3,  7,  and  9. 
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'  Because  of  the  lack  of  qualified  personnel  to  screen 

^ mentally  handicapped  youth  "properly"  in  Ga^^f^t  County,  few  yojth-f| 
had  DSH  forms;  therefore,  many  youth  were  tested  that^shouldjot^.^j*! 
VSave  been  tested.    This  situation  has  been  rectified  by  the  empToy- 
ItaSnt  of  a.  coordinator^  of  Special  Education  Services  who  can  do. 
.  the  proper  testing.  • 

*  D  "  Pr.nArP.c,c,       Schools  Toward  System  ahd/or  School  Goals  not 

covered  bv  gtlte^-Assessmeftt  instruments.    The  Eaucara,onai  urograms 
and  Building  Specifications  committee /for  ^arrett^County  meets 
periodically  to  develop  and  refine  pnHosophical-position  papers 
for  the  elementary,  middle,  and . secondary  schools,  /^om  these  , 
papers,  goals  are  being  developed  for  the  maDor  content  areas-  , 
rif  -  12V    utilizing  the  cdncepts-of  individualized,  small^group, 
Ind  larU  gro^p  instruction  and  team  teaching.    An  interdisciplinary 
approach  is  also -being  incorporated  in  the  content  areas  (K  -12) , 
iS  consumer  education,  career  education,,  environmental  education, 
health  education,  and  citizenship  education,    5'uncjionar  reading 
is  becomi%ag  a  county-wide  prog;:am  beginning  September,  1975.  ^in>. 
essence,  all  schools  are  progressing  toward  goals  in  education 
established  by  the  lo,cal  system;  although  these  goals,  per  se, 

/  axe  not  covered  by  the  State  Assessment  Instruments. 

E  Program  Modification  Activities,     Program^modif ication,^ 

during  the  scRool  year  1^73-74  included  pilot  schools  involved  in 
iSSb?ional  reading,  the  introduction  Of  Sy^.^^^  ^O  Educational 
Materials,  the  expansion  of  learning  centers  in.  all  content  areas, 
the  levels  approach  to  reading  in  grades  K  -  3, • pilot  schools  in 
the  early  identification  of  children  with  potential  learning^ 
difficulties,  an  interdisciplinary , approach  to  consumer  J^ucatjon 
and  career  education,  a  more  individualized  approach  to  teaching 
?eadina    the  opening  of  large  areas  in  the  elementary  schools 
to  fost4r  "open"  eSucation,\he  expansion  of  educational  programs 
for  the  handicapped,  and  the  development  of  minicourses  in  the 
language  arts  on  th4  secondary  level.     Increased  awareness  has  been 
made  of  the  media  centers  and  their  usage  in  all  areas  of  the 
curriculum.    All  of  the-  above  modifications  will  be  continued 
and  expanded  to  include  eventually  all  schools  in  the  county. 
A  further  modification  for  school  year  1974-75  will  include 
instruction  by  television  through  the  use  of  video  tape  cassettes 
in^e  areas  of  reading  and  mathematics  made '  for  Garrett  County 
ly  thi  Division  of  Instructional  Television,  Maryland  State  Depart- 
ment of  Education,  and  locally  Pr?*^^?^*^ . . ^^PS°*^^°^^i^^?|? 
materials  considered  apropos  for  inclusion  m  the  curricular. 

P  Unmet  Needs  for  Resources  to  Permit  Improvement  of 

Programs  and -Services.    In  order  to  further  .iiaproye  educat:ional 
programs  and  services  for  Garrett  County  youth,  the  following 
recommendations  bAsed  on  apparent  unmet  needs  are  made: 
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That  efforts  similar  to  ESEA  Title  I  for  early 
childhood  ^education  be  made  for  youth  in  the  middle 
•  schools  and  the  first  two  years  of  secondary  schools 

That  language  arts  resource  teachers  be  provided 
for  all  schools  and  that  their  efforts  be 
focused  on  the  total  language  arts  curriculum— 
not  oust  one  aspect,  reading. 

That  mathematics  resource  teachers  be  provided  for 
the  elementary  and  middle  schools  to  provide  scope 
and  sequence  in  the  mathematics  curriculum  and 
to  provide  expertise  to  teachers  who  are  in  need  of 
■good  teaching  skills. 

That  workshops  for  teachers  be  conducted  in  all 
content  areas  on  a  rotational  basis  to  write  the 
curriculum  and  objectives  within  the  framework 
of  county  developed  educational  goals. 

That  specially  trained  teachers  be  employed  for  the 
secondary  school  to  teach  basic  reading,  language 
arts,  and  mathematics  skills  to  those  yoUth  one  or 
more  years  below  grade  level  in  those  areas  and 
that  special  programs  be  developed  through  work- 
shops, seminars,  etc.  for  these  youth  emphasizing 
relevance  to  the  present  and  the  future  and  using 
all  types  of  media  to  bring  about  positive  educa- 
tional gains  for  the  individual  involved. 

That  special  study  and  more  research  be  made  at  the 
grade  5  level  to  ascertain  whether  this  assessment 
projects  a  true  picture  ,of  what  is  occurring  to  the 
educational  achievement  of  you1;h  at  this  level.. 

That  the  State  of  Maryland  provide  additional  monies 
to  the  local  subdivision  to  provide  for  these  unmet 
needs  in  progra^ns  and  services  for  Garrett  County 
youth.  ■ 
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GARRETT  COUNTY 
■   TABLE  1. 


COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


*•     CdHHUNITY  CHARACTERfSTir.*! 


ERIC 


(11 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN  ' 

FAMILY 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  ^ 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

21 r 476 

'$6t023 

34.0 

—                V      ■  ■ 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDEft 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDfR 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

9.2 

10.3 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS   (AS  OF  S^PTEMJErV  1973) 


(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

ny 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(8)\  ' 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE- 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

«X0) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

5»7I3 

i9t0l5 

S14r636 

11.7 

p  24.2 

(11) 

(12) 

:    (13)  t 

• 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABdVE 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

10.9 

19.7 

95.0 

^»     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  .1972-1973  SCHjOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 

COST 

tl5)  ^ 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$772.39 

S526.52 

66.8 

$20.92 

(16) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.7 

$2.58 

0.3 

•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  JERHS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PRESENTED  IN  THIS  TA.LE. 
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GARRETT  COUNTY 


TA-ni  P  ->       NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SGDRE)  , 

TABLE  2.    NON^^^^S^M??' Achievement  (grade  equivalence), 


BY  SKILL  AREAS 


*  as' OF  9/30/73.  ADJUSTET  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUM.ER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  197.  DIVIDED  BV  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  EACH  SKIUU  AREA. 
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GARRET  COUKlTY 


TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE),' 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 

'  ,  (CONTINUED) 


f 

SKILL 
ARHAS 

(i)  * 

GRADE 

1  9  1 

STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ♦ 

( 3 ) 

rcKCcNT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(W 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

17) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  tt 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

3 

429 

98t83 

13 

9^.9 

14.44 

3.57 

1.31 

LANGUAGE 
,  USAGE 

5 

462  , 

.  97t40 

11 

101«7 

i(5«43 

4.97 

1.73 

7 

97.29 

6 

101.2 

V, 16.78 

6.4^ 

2.09 

9 

434 

93.78 

3 

104«4 

3^6*44 

8.11 

2.30 

3 

429 

98.13 

13 

98*9 

14.44 

3.84 

1.11 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

462 

97.^40 

11 

<^01.7 

IS. 43 

9.26 

1.92 

7 

^  517 

1   

.97.29 

6 

101.2 

16f7| 

6.77 

l«f9 

i 

9 

93.78 

3 

104.4 

.16^.44 

8.48 

2.oV  • 

(8) 

3 

.  429 

98.83 

13 

98.9 

i4.44 

3r5.9 

*97 

• 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

462 

97.40 

11 

f 

 ^  1 

101.7 

1  

15.43 

9.67 

1.45 

7 

517 

97.29 

i 

6 

101*2 

16.78 

7.33 

1.68 

9 

A34 

93.78 

3 

.   f 

104.4  1 

 '  1 

16.44 

8.89 

1.9^1 

(91 

3 

429 

98.83 

13 

9&.9  i 

14.44 

3.60 

1.09 

V\ 

MATHeMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5  \ 

462 

\^  97.40 

11 

 f- 

1 

101.7  j 

15.43 

S36 

1.33 

'•j 

7 

517 

97^29 

 r 

'  1 

 ^  j_ 

 U 

101.2     ,  \ 

16.78 

7.18 

1.70 

9 

434 

93.78 

1 

3  ^ 

104.4 

16.44 

8»82 

1.89 

(10) 

3. 

429 

98.83 

 h 

•         13  1 

98.9 

14.44 

3.59 

.97 

^athIImatical 

TOTAL  \ 

5 

462 

97.40 

11 

101.7 

'  15.43 

9.51 

1.31 

^  ' 

517 

97.29 

6 

101.2 

16. 7r 

7*25 

1.60 

9 

434 

93.78 

3 

-  104.4 

16.44 

8.86  ^ 

1.83 

*'  AS.OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

•*  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY     FflRM  1    iqti  cnfTinM 
THE  ^EANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,   7,  AND  9  ARrioS^NAnONlI  SD^u' 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNI TY  AND  PUBLtG^  SCHOOL  RESOURCES. 


0  .. 

^PROFILE* 

• 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 

STAFif* 
MASTER»S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE . 

DAILY- 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(41. 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA«< 

MEDIAN 

MHa.Y 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 

(1.) 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 

(3) 

TEACHER 

■191 

ADHIN# 
(61 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
J8) 

'DECREE 
OR  AlOVE 
<9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TION  OP 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
U) 
(12) 

ACCIDENT 

K-6 

294 

21.3 

95.0 

12.1 

1*0 

11.6 

15.5 

14.5 

20.5 

11.9 

5719.0 

CENTER  STREET 

1-3 

306 

20.9 

96.0 

18*0 

0.5 

8^5  • 

32.0 

8.1 

27.7 

10.2 

6261.0 

CRELLIN 

K-3 

73 

24,3 

94.4 

2.0 

1*0 

19*0 

43.0 

33,3) 

37.8 

10.3 

S411.0 

DENNETT  ROAD 

3-6 

720 

24*0 

96*3 

29»  0 

1*0 

13.3 

39.0 

26.7 

26.4' 

10.2 

6171.0 

FRIENDSVILLE  % 

K-« 

258 

19.1 

96«  2 

12 « 0 

1*0 

12.0 

11.0 

23.1 

22.1  ; 

9.9 

5^.0 

GRANTSVILLE 

K-6 

341 

22.7 

96*  9 

14  •  0 

1*0 

13.5 

35.0 

13.3       ^  2«.0 

10.5 

6096. 

KITZHILLER 

K-6 

130 

15»9 

95*8 

7  7 

f  •  r 

0*  5 

1.8 

0 

Id. 8 

11.3 

91.4  " 

9.6 

5647.0 

LOCH  LYNN  HEIGHTS 

1-6 

144 

24.0 

96,8 

5.0, 

1.0 

9.3 

8.5 

0.0 

23*.  6 

10.7 

6104.0 

RED  HOUSE 

1-6 

140 

28.0 

97,2 

4.0 

1.0 

8.5  35,4 

0.0 

47.9 

10.8 

4816.0 

SWAN  MEADOW 

1-7  * 

.  74 

24,7 

96.0 

2.0 

1.0 

12.0  11.0 

33.3 

26.6 

10.4 

6025.0 

YOD^R 

105 

26.3 

97,7 

3.0 

1.0 

22.9  25.5 

29.0 

27.1 

10.5 

6006.0 

9L00MINGT0N     ■  '  * 

K-e 

172  . 

22.9 

96,7 

7,0 

0,5 

15,1 

7.9 

<• 

6.6 

7.2 

■W/5 

7499.0 

e 

ROUTE  40 

K-e 

178  19 

i 

95,2  8,0 

1*0 

5*4  14«S 

33.3 
** 

18.9  / 

i«9 

6406.0 

N.  GARRETT  CO  JR  SR 

7-12 

913        18.7  94.8 

46,9  2,0 

12*2  18.0 

* 

24.9 

24.9 

10.4 

5169.0 

S.  GARRETT  CO  JR  SR  7-12  1599        19.5      9^.4  80*0  2.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


13.9      26.5        30.5  30.0  10. 3 


9961.0 
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TABLE  4. 


»ARHETT  COtJNTY 

SCHOOL  System 


bCHOOU  NAME 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMPNT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ' 


VOCARUUARY 


 •.•-ill://--  

n^oim  coMPWHENSidN  lanwaoe  total  mathematical  total 


tfKAOE  AVtRAtE  AVE«A«t  MAHt- 

lano 

SA5  NORM 


OlFFfii-  AVEKAte 


MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAiE  MAMt 


ENCe 


OE 


LANG 
NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAfE.    MARt-  HJFFER- 
EMCE  L*W 
ftE  NORM 


ACClOENT. 

5 
5 

99, b 
102, • 

3.7H 
5.27 

3,47 
5.15 

♦  .27 

♦  .12 

3,69 

5,53 

3.57 
5.34 

♦  .3i 

♦  .19 

4.06 
•S^66 

CfcNTER  STKCEr 

5 

lOO.D 

4.02- 

3,90 

4,26 

4,-06 

♦  .22 

4.76 

CftELLlM  ^ 

A 

92.  • 

"3.10 

3,03 

♦  .07 

^,51 

.  ^.11 

♦  .40 

3»61 

Otf^ETT  ROaO 

3 
5 

96.9 

Aoa.r 

3.07 
5.19 

3.27 
5 . 06 

.,20 

4.11 

3,13 
5,45 

3.36 

-.23  V 
♦  .19 

B.15 
•i.?6 

0  FKiCNOSVlLLE 

3 
5 

9«,B 

xouo 

3.22 
4.66 

^.10 
4,90. 

♦  .12 
.,04 

3,16 

5,15 

3.19 
5«09 

-.01 
♦  i06 

3.-^5 
5^16 

•NANTSVILLE 

3 

5' 

100.3 

3,66 

5,2|i 

3,59 
4,93 

♦  •29 

♦  .33 

4«12 
5,31 

3.71 
5.11 

♦  •41 

♦  .20 

4.U 
5.39. 

KIT2«ILLEH 

b 

9U.9 
90. 

2«e6 

4,36 

3,13 
4.75 

-27 
.,37 

2,79 
4,60 

3.21 
4,93 

-.42 
-,13 

2.99 

4.64 

»L0CH  LYNN  )€lt»MTS 

3 
5 

9H.0 
"  X03,3 

3.3H 
4.73 

3. IT 
5.15 

♦  •17 
.,42 

3,67 
4,76 

3.25 
S.33 

♦  .42 
-.6» 

3.A0- 
11.60 

HLu  HOUSE 

A 
*> 

97, » 
99,7 

3.27 
4.90 

3.31 
4.67 

-.01* 
♦  .09 

3,44 
5,30 

3.42 
5.07 

♦  .02 

♦  .2^ 

3-.^3 
5.^9 

SHAN  Mr  ADO  il 

5 
7 

91,6 
III. 5 
106,6 

0.72 
5.10 
7.71 

2.99 
5.66 
7,60 

.,56 

♦  .11 

•  3,70 
6,26 
7,96 

3. US 
5.66 
7,65 

♦  .6^ 

♦  .42 

♦  .33 

•  4.32 
7.09 
Q.07 

YOOtM 

0LOOMINOTO  I 
HOUTE  40 


102»5 
99,6 
100,6 
113,5 


97,6 
95,6 
92.3 


3  97,9 
5  102,3' 
7  96,0 


N.  OARRBTT  CO  JR  5R    7  l0l,0 


S.  GARRETT  CO  JR  SR    7  I0l,9 


3.52 
^.13 

a. 66 

10.35 

4,61 

e>.60 


3.03 
4,95 
6.91 


6.66 
6.6(, 


6.64 


3.59 
|«,I16 
6.77 
9.33 


.,07 
♦  .?5 

♦  U9l 

♦  1.02 


5.34 

♦  .96 

4,69 

.,16 

n,94 

«,66  • 

3.^6 

.,25 

4.96 

.-,03 

6.57 

.♦.34 

6.79 

.,11 

6,52 

♦  .34  . 

6,69 

-.25 

-^,m2 

♦  .01 

4,03 
5,67 
6,62 
11,40 


4,  10 
4,63 
6,66 


3.32 
5,23 
6,95 


6,93 
9,22 


6^03 
6,53 


5*72 
5.06 
6 


67 

0,67       ♦I. 73 


31 
61 
♦  1.95 


3.43 
4,03 
6.07 


9.36 
5.15 
6.66 


6.66 
6.69 


6.96 
6.57 


♦  .67 
-.20 

♦  .61 


-.06 

♦  .06 

♦  .27 


♦  ,05 

♦  .53 


.15 

.04 


3.46 
5.05 
6.43 


6.64 
6.62 


6.n6 
6.:»4 


3^94 
5.46 

4.40 

9.50, 


3.74 
5.40 


3.50 
5.36 


4^07 
5.31 


3.60 
5^20 


3.63 
^.51 


3.79 
5.23 


3.44 
6.07 
7.53 


♦•1?  3.66 

♦.20  6.15 

♦.36  4,22 

♦•11  3.66 


.3*  3.22 
.22  5»55 


.03  3^»7 
•20  5.40 


♦.31  ^^66 
♦.06  5^29 


-•61  •  2-rt6 
*.S6  4«02 


♦•17  3.65 
-•'63 

-.46  3.09 

♦•06  5.36 


3.76 
5.46 
6.77 


6.66 
6.50 


6.97 
6.41 


>  ue  cHAm...  »CT.0N         ;o;  D  t.ohs  o.  t»hs  useD  a,i,  ex.uahat,o«  of  ASTe.„K 

*    ACCOMMNyiNO  -Dl FFERCNCB" ,  SCORES. 


3.57 

♦  .29\ 

5.51 

♦  • 

3.99 

♦>^ 

3,21. 

♦  .47  * 

3.42 

-.20 

5.52 

♦  .03 

3.29 

♦  .2« 

5.39 

♦  .01 

9^70 

♦  .16 

5.36 

-.07 

3.31 

-,48  • 

0.24 

-•4t 

3^32 

♦  .33 

5.55 

-.24 

3.45 

-.36 

5^28 

♦.10 

♦  .66  • 
♦1.0?  • 
♦1.54  • 


3.20 
7.0«J 
9.17 


9.66 
5.49 
6.53 
11.60 


3.9f, 
4.01 
7.47 


-.30  3.96 
-.113  1^.A9 
-.34  7.66 


9.16 
6.09 
7^69 


3.71 
5.31 
7.13 
9.76 


3.46 

\  5.10 
6.40 


5I5S 
7.11 


-•X)4 
♦  .32 


-.30 
-.17 


7.26 
9.16 


7.12 
6.65 


7.15 
6.66 


7.26 
6.70 


♦  .Q4 
♦1.00  • 
♦1.26  • 


♦  .IS 

♦  .16 
♦I.4O  • 
♦1.64  • 


♦  .46 
-.19 
♦  1 .07 


-.06 
«.19 
♦  .57 


♦  .11 

♦  .26 


-.14 
-.13 
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GApREf t'  feUNTV 
SCHOOL  SjSTEM 


TABLE  5 •     RELATION" OF 


STATUS 


SCHOOL  NAMr 


%^     VOC*RU.ARV  ^                 REAOINOCORPR^ENSION  .            LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOT.L  ^ 

GRADE  AVERAGE  ^I^RaGE    MARY-     ^i)lFFFp.  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MaRv       'ntPcim  »  «  ' 

^     ,                                     LAND        EriCE               ^   V  l5no                      AVERAGE    MjRY-      DIFFER-  AVF:R/«GE    MARY-  DTFFER- 

■     '         5A5             GE        NORM                             gE                                    ^       -        ^^^^        ENCE  '      *         LAND  irMrr 


LAND 
NORM  . 


GE 


LAN& 
NORM 


 AecrbSiT 


CENTER  STREET 

i 

CRCUIM 
Dt1>lNETt*R0A0 


0 

5 

99.6 
102.8 

3.74 
5.27 

3.52 
5.41 

♦  .22 
^.14 

3.89 
5.53 

■'4l.57''- 
''iS.46 

♦  .32 

♦  .07 

4.06, 
5.66 

•  3.93 
5.63 

♦  .13 
^  +.03 

3 

108.0 

4.02 

/ 

4.06'  ^ 

^  -.04 

4.28 

4.13 

♦  .15 

4.76 

4.45, 

♦  .31 

"3 

92.8 

3.10 

.  3.0fl^ 

♦  •02 

3.51 

3.12 

♦  .39 

3.61 

3.50 

♦  .11 

3 

5 

96.9 
402.7 

.3.0% 
5.19 

3.34  V 
S.4b 

-.'27 
-.2j 

-  3.13 
&.45 

"  3.39 
'5.^46 

,-.26 
-.01 

3.35 
5.26 

3.76 
V,  5.62 

-.41 
-.36 

94.5 

3 
5 

3.22 
4.A6 

3.1^ 
5.25 

♦  .03 
-.39 

3.18 
5.15 

3.24 
5.32 

-.06^ 
-.17 

5.16 

3.61 

5,^50 

-.06 
-.34  - 

3 
'5. 

102> 
100.3 

3.88 
5.26 

3»70  ^■ 
5.1^ 

^.18 
♦  .07 

4.12 
5.31 

'  3.76 
5.26 

♦.36 
♦  .05 

4^38 
5.39 

4.10 
5.44 

♦  .28 
-.05 

3 
5 

94.9 
98.6 

2.86 
4.38 

3.22  0 
5.05 

-.?6 
-.87 

'  2.79 
4.8d. 

3.26 
•  5.13 

-.47 
-.33 

2.99 
4.64 

3.63 
5.31 

-.64 
-.67' 

6E' 


3.86  ' 
^.15 


4.2:2 

3.68 

'^.P2 
5.55 


3.57 
5.40 


3.88 
5.29 


.^4.82 


yODER 


94.8 
103^3 


97,5 
99.7 


91.8 
111.5 
108.8 


BLOOMINGTOiti 


ROUT^  40 


N./GARRETT  CO  J«  SR- 


S.  GARRETT  CO  JR  SR 


3 
5 
7- 


102.5 
99.6 
ltfO.8 
113.^ 

#7.8 
95.8 
92.3 


3  97.9 
5  102.3 
7  98,0 


7  101.1) 

9  105.0 


101.9 
103.9 


3.34* 
4.73 


3«27 
4.9o 


3.r^ 
5.10 

7.71 


3.52 
5.13 
8.68 
10.35 


3-.  70 
4*.  51 
6.80 


3.03 
4.95 
'6.91 


6.68 
8.86 


6.64 
8.43 


3.21 
5.45 


3.38 
5.14 


3.02 
6.16 
7.78 


3.70 
5.13 
6.90 
9.91 


3.40 
4.81 
5.97 


3.41 
5.36 
6.60 


6.93 
'8.94 


02 
f8.81 


♦  .13 
-.72 


-.11 
-.24 


3.67 
4.7f 


3.44 
5.30 


♦.7n  •  3.70 
-1.06  *  6.28 
.-;07  7.98 


3.26 
5^50 


''3.4^ 
5.21  , 


3.06 

6.11^ 

7.74 


♦  .41*^  . 
—  .72  * 


♦.01 
♦.09 


.♦.64  * 
♦  .11 

•♦.24 


3.80 
4.88 


3.33 
5.?9 


"4t32 
7.09 
9.0^7 


.18 

♦  .00 


4.03 


3i*77 


♦l.'?8  *  8.82 
♦•44  11.40 


5.87  ^  5.^1 


♦  .30 
-.30 

♦  .B3  * 


4.10 
4.63 
6.88 


-.38 
-.41 
♦  .31 


-.25 
-.08 


-.38 
-.38 


3.32 
5.23 
'6.95 


6.93 
9.22 


6.83 
8.53 


6.94 
9.79 


3.45 
4.90. 
6.09 


3.46 
5.42" 
6.66 


fi.96 
8.79 


7.05 
8.b6 


V.26  4.sa 
♦.66  *  5.63 
♦1.88  *  9.39 
-^.61  *  11. n5 


♦  .65  * 
-.27 

♦  .79  * 


-.14 
-.19  ^ 
♦  .29 


-.03 
♦  .43 


»22 
.13 


4.^8 
4.45 
6.94 


3.46, 
5.05 
6.43-  , 

6.84  < 
^•82  ,v 


6.58 
8.?4 


3.63> 

,  ♦.17 

3.65 

$.67 

5.31 

•    "  .« 

^  .-^ 

3*79 

I  -.46 

3.09 

5*40 

.  -.11 

5^38 

3W44 

♦  .88 

* 

3. 20 

6.29 

♦  .80 

* 

7.09 

7.73 

♦  1.34 

* 

9.17 

4.11 

♦  .47 

3.86 

&.39 

"  +.24 

5.49 

7.03 

♦2.36 

* 

8.53 

9.64r 

♦  1.41 

* 

11.60 

3.81 

*h7 

3.96 

5.10 

-.65 

4.91' 

6.^7 

♦  .67 

7.47 

3.82  " 

-.36 

3.38 

5.59 

-.54 

5.69 

6.78 

S?.35 

7.68 

V.04 
8.80 


7.12 
8.70 


-.20 


-.54 
-.46* 


7.26 
9.16'' 


7.12 
8.65 


■  *    WCmpJaXflFSt^^^^^^^^  *NB  EXPLANAI^ON  OF  ASTERISK  (.. 


LAND 
NORM 


3.61 
5.67 


4.07 

3^  2^1" 


.  3.46 
5.66 

3.3:J 
*5.53 


3.76' 
^^48 


3.35* 
5,36 


a.  35 
5.71 


,3.50 


ENCE 


♦  .25- 

♦  .^8 

♦  .15 

♦  .44  * 


•  24 

•  11 


♦"•24 
-•13 


♦  .12 
-.19 


-.49  « 
-•54 


♦i30 
-.40 


-.41 
-.06" 


3.18 
6.32 
7.97 


3.77 
5.43 
7.22 
9,^6 


3.51 
5. is 
6.43 


3.52 
5.63 
6.96 


♦  .02  > 

♦  .77  • 
♦1.20  * 


♦  .09 

♦  .06 
♦1.31  ♦ 
♦1.64  • 


^•45  * 
-.24 
♦!.04  * 


-.14 

♦^t)6 
♦  .72  * 


ERLC 
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;  LOCAL' SCHOOL  SYSTEM  .LE^mL--ACC6UNTABILITY  ASSESSra^^  INFORMATION 


4  .13  HARFORl)^  COUNTY  .  "  . 

€chbol  System-Goals,  and 


schools  and  thfe  local.  coprdinator  of  accountably  ^.^^.^  ^^^^ 

system  of  Harford  County  has  accepted  i^^^JJ^P^Jf  Jjstem  and  individual 
Maryland  State'  Accountabll^t^^^^  ^If  ill  ^heir. 

schools  have  planned,  caref-ully  ^^^.^^^f^.^J^arkm  of  accountability .> 

obliga.tions  fo^^i^^P^^'^^^^i^lt.t^itt^f  ^^T^  local  school 

In  fulfilling  th^se  responsibilities,  tne  co^^^^  premises: 
units  'have  accepfre-d  and  are  applymg-the  foiipv^g  d^s  f 


lERlC  . 


  the'  effort 

4e  accountability 


Harford  County  will  continue  to _^ ex 
necessary  to    fulfill  effeq^tively 
requirements^  .  . 

The  carefully  developed  management. mod^l  Will  continue 
to  gStSS  use  in  our^  -  efforts  &  f ulf ill^he  requirements 
.of  the  program  of  accountaWxty.^  \ 

Teachers/  administrator r,  supervisors,  pa^ts,  and 
^7,^!^^+=  will  be  involved  throughout  the  pl^aDniaSL^ 
SpteSent^'tiLf  anHvaluation  of  the  acpountabxUty 

program.  •  "  ^ 

Pr-itnarv  attention  ^will  be  t;ontinuously  focused  upon.^:  ^ 
thf  ?mp5roSSenrof  the  AnstructiQnal  PJ^^^^l  ^f^^^tr 
ulLiy^through  those  areas  evident  in  the  statement? 
Of  objectives  and  in  the  assessment  Results.. 
\  4-235' 


i. 


•        Accountability  will  r^^^  "  . 

'     °  ^^^st^^ctional  program 

.  "   ,    curriculum' development .         ..     ,  . 

professional  leadership  of  each  school  wilL- 
strive  to  make  system  goals  and  school  objectives 
^    ,    meaningful  to  every  classroom  teacher. 

*  '  Managing  all  areas  -  .  . 

2.,  Developing  sys,tem  goals  - 

3.  'Providing  resource  help 

4.  Implementing  the  assessment  strategies 

5.  Providing  leadership  for  schodl  level  acc^duntabiaity 

•     Coordinating  program  modification  with  the  present 
organization  structure  ft.. 

 ^  Following  the  selection  and  appoinLiUfciiit  of  ^  " 

^'  ^         .   ^bal  Setting  Activities,     Goal 'setting  activities  at  >h*:> 

Harford  County  School  System  Goals.  ~  Based  Upon  the 
thfM;ry?;nd"sL%r/4"gVy^'^^"^-  .nathematics/XtSd  by 

.~o,)*.ry  -^l^^lon  Of  his  ele:^ntary-  , 

^  :. '      '  -'Z         '  •  • 

-  ;i,A.  Should  identify  his  oWn  pujrposes  for  using  print  • 
■      ■--     •     ^nd  non-print  materials.  -  ^ 

■'■      .  .  ■     ■        .    ■  .        A  -  -  ■  ■  •     ■  .,  «  ■■  :  /  - 


ERIC 
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IB.  Should  select  from  a  wide  variety  of 'available 
^  •  pr?nt  and  non-print  materials  those  whxch  are 

suitable  in  terms. of  purpose,  -content,  ana 
«         -  level  of  difficulty. 

I.e.  Should  employ  both  print  and  non-print  materials 
which  are  suitable  in  terms  of  purpose,  content, 
and  level  o-f  difficulty.  • 


2. A.  Should  identify  ai^^  apply  a  ^y^^^^^^J;; . f  ^>  ^^^^Jj^te 
recognizing  wqrds  and  determining  their  appropriate 

meanings .  . 

2.B.  Should  pronounce  many  words  instantaneously  and  at 
.  .  the  same  time  .identify  their  appropriate  meanings. 

.,    3. A.  Should  determine  the  intent  of  written  con^uncation 
by  understanding  the  writer's  use  of  the  language. 

1  B    According  to  his  own  background  of  experience  and 

^owledgl  about  the  .content    should  -swer  and  should 
ask  questions  which  require  literal  and  criti^l 
reading  and  thinking:  U 

4.A,, Should  follow  written  directions. 
'       s  — 4,B.  shd-al^  locate  references. 

-  4.C.  Should  gain  information  from  print  and  non^print 

*     ' . .  „  ;         matetial . 

4.  D.  Should,  understand  forms. 

,      4.E.  Should  utilize  teading  to  facilitate  personal 
development.' 

5.  Should  indicate  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading 
through  engaging  in  self-motivated  reading. 

In  Writing,  each  student  upon  completion  of  his 
1  emen tar y- secondary  writing  program  should/. 

l.L  Record  and  organize  his' ideas  and  feelings  for  his 
,  own  use . 

1.  B.  communicate  his  ideas  and  feelings  to  others, 

observing  accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

2.  A.  Writ^.in  order  to  fulfill  social  needs,  observing 

■    ,accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

2'.B..  Write  in..res^.onse  t^o"  business  ^nd/or  vocational 

needs,  observing  aq.pepted  conventions  of  writing.  „ 
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2.C.  Write  in  response  to  civic  needs,  observina * 
accepted  conventions  of -writing.- 

2.  D.  Write  in  response  to  conununicatitjn  needs  in  the 

various  areas  of  the  school  curriculum,  observing 
accepted  conventions  in  writing.  '  r 

3.  A.  Recognize  the  importance  artd  necessity  of'his  ^wn 

writing  and  the  writing  of  others.  ^ 

3.B.  Derive  satisfaction  from  his  writing. 

^  Mathematics,  each  student  upon  completion  of  his 

elementary-secondary  mathematics  program  shoSd?  • 

l.A.  Recall  facts  used  in  mathematics. 

l.B.  Identify  and  recognize  symbols  'and  figures  used' 
in  mathematics.  tf  o 

1.  e.  Recognize  terms  and  definitions  used  in  mathematics. 

2.  A.  Perform  the  basic  operations  on  numbers. 
2.B.  Solve  open  sentences. 

2.C.  Use  measuring,  computational,  and  graphic  devices. 

2.  D.  Mentally  perform  arithmetic  operations. 

3.  A.  Show  an  understanding  of  mathematical  concepts  and  » 

SSSSn^^^  by  translating  -from  words  to  mathematical, 
symbols  and  from  mathematical  symbols  to  words. 

3.B.  Show  an  understanding  of  mathematical  concepts  and 

processes  by  translating  from  the  physical  to  >^ 
to  ^hrp£:Lfr^°''  mathematical  symbols 

3.C.  Show  an  understanding  of  mathematical  concepts  and 

^^^orrJotnoth^?!^''^^  '^^'^  °^  mLhematical 

3.-D.  Show- an  undef Standing  of  matheiriatical  concepts  and  . 
processes  by  verbal  explanation.  '  cina  , 

J  "  ■  « 

rJISiS?^^''^  use  a  logical  sequence  of  mathematical 
reasoning  in  solving  problems. 

rSm!?^o^''?  use  mathematical  skills  and  techniques 
required  to  solve  problems.  „ 

5.A.  Recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem  requiring  the' 

use  Of  mathematics,  state  H,  analyze  i?,  an2  , 
propose  solutions  to  the  problem. 
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5.B.  Use  mathematical  reasoning  tp  make . decisions 
and  prove  or  disprove  hypo-tfxeses . 


5.  C.  tfe^  mathematical  process'es^nctionally  iti  . 

oriqinal  and  recreational  situations.  /  , 

.,6. A.  Appreciate' the  contfibuti6ns  Of  mathematics  to  ^ 
the  progress  of  civilization/ and  the  worth  of 
mathematics  to  daily  life  and  society. 

6.  B..  Gain  satisfaction  from  learning  an^  using  the 
•'  .^              .    "'  content  and  techniques  of  mathematics. 

6.C.  Appreciate  the  etructure^f  mathematics  and  the 
universality  of  its  language.^ 

D  nHj^n^ivP.  setting  Activities.     Tb  ^^sist  in  the^ development 

of  objectives  at  the  school  level,  the  Central  Accountability  Committee 
?eqSested  that  each  sbhool  prepare  an  action  P^^"  .^?^^^„f ^f^^^^^f 
thrcriteria  of  deadlines,  total  faculty  involvement,  and  Plf^J^^^  • 
-for  S^ogram  improvement  beyond  the  writing  of  school  objectives 
5Se  Stion  plans  were  then  reviewed  by  the  Central  Accountability 

committee,  and  suggestions  were  made.     It  ^^^.^f  f^f  °°tp  o?  schobl 
school  staff  would  write  its  own  .objectives  with  the  f^elp  of  scnooi 
leadership  and  resource  team  members  and  ^hat  each^school' s  ob^^^ 
would/  however,  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  Central  Accountaciin^y 
Coiikee!    Pr;iiminary  reports  from  individual  schools  rega^^^^^ 
4-v,o  rioTr^:^ In nnipnt  of  their  objectives  indicate  a  most  positive  atrituae 
towarHie'^SoSk  and  aserious  desire  to  identify  areas  of  improvement. 

E.  comments  on  the  Accountability  ^^^^^f^g^^^^^^^f^^^^t!!^''^'  ' 

The  Accountability  Assessment  Program  w^s  ^°^P^f J^^^^J^^jf 3  ^ere 
attention  to- all  requirements.     Schools  and  individual  ^eaQHers^ w^e 
responsive  to  the  maintenalice  of  appropriate  testing  P^°^^^;;^^^* 
this  the  following  positive  results  from  the  assessment  program 

are  identified:  ■  •  ' 

.    "  1        Individual  student  profiles  were  distributed  to 

all  students  to  whom  the  tests  were  administered* 

.  •  ^ 

2        P  T.A.  il\eetings  and  indivifiual  conferences  with* 
parents  Wre  scheduled -to  interpret  test  data.  , 

3.  •    Orientation^ programs  which  focUsed  upon  the 

interpretation  of  test  xiata  and  the  utilization 
of  the, data  to  improve  individual  and  group  .  - 
instructiqi^  were  provided  for  faculties.  . 

4        Item  analysis  of  both  the  system  and  individual 

sc^ol  Iowa.  Tests  of  Basici  Skills  results  being 
reviewed  to  determine  the  areas  of  the  instructional 
I         program^which  are  to  be  commended,  modified,  or 
'  ■     '  •     feinforced.    Emphasis  is  being  placed  on  the  _ 

interpretation  and  use  of  individual  student  scores 
for  instructional  purposes  since  system' data  analysis 
has  not  yQt  been  completed.  2gQ 
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5.      The^ total  system-wide  data  are  being  carefully 

analyzed  to  determine  not  only  the  appropriateness 
of  the  assessment  instrument  and  its  relationship 
•  our  instructional  program  jDut  also  the  need  to 
'  r^t^ti^^l^^^''  instruments  which  may  possibly  more 
^ll^^'^y/y^''^^^^  P^P^^sy  levels  of  achievemenfe. 
The  need  for.  additional  diagnostic  tools  is  being 
seriously  considered.  °  •  ^^/-^^ 

QL-  .  I  :„^-^M°r.^^^  °^^^L^°°^^  Toward  Systfem  and  School  Goals-"  ' 

obiectivei  meif  ^h^""?  ^o  assure  that  ail  lofljal  schooi--  \/ 

J  criteria  established  by  the  State,  ^ 

iSSard  Se  a^tal^en!        •  f^^^^  pfogress"  ^f '  each  school  ' 

towara  tne  attainment  of  its  objectives  will  be  discernible  »^ 

^^^^^''^a^^^^y^^         ^^^^^  implemented.     The  progiJSfSf  sch6ois 

■  oblec^iJeieL^'rarrLf  .^^S^^"^  ?nli:idua^schoo^ 

wil?  aiso  h^onSo  ^      not  covered  by  State  assessment  instruments 
expanded?  evident  as.-the  program  of  ^Gcountabil/ty  is 

srhnoi        P^og^am  Modificatidn  Activities.     While  individual  ' 
school ^  st^t^s  and  their  leadership  ar6  aware  6f  the  need  f 6r 
program  modification  and  hava  included  this  aspect  ln  thei? 
action  plans  for  the  end  of  this  school  year,  it  ia  tbo  la^lv  ' 
to  report  on  specific  activities.  ^  ^  ^  : 

r^sourcec  ■        Rfgo^ges .     The  major  unmpt  need  for  ^ 

resources  is  tne  provision  ot  sufficient  time  for  personnel'  to  - 

S"men?iSSed'?f  tSr?  accountability  ptogr^.  V?riund?ng  «  ^ 
is  mentioned,  in  the  law,  no  such  provision  has  acttiallv  been  made - 

^tL^f£°''f  ^=  ^^lid  ">'eans  of  testing  o?Lr 

^n^?='  Tests  of  Basic  Skills,  which  measure  ^ew  of  thi  Stote 

In2i?.??\''°K^^^"^^"^  g°^l=  and  schooJL  objectives.     o5r  ' 

Chici  of 'the  IStf  Si^r^  ^r"=  °^  BaSic's^ifis  to  dLcoyer 

battery!  ^  measured  by  this  standard! zed, test ^ 


battery. 
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efforts  h^Sf  Public  relations  relative  to  our  accountability  > 

efforts  have  been  emphasized .    Mtich  of  our  effbrt  has  been  focused 

sL??ni'''/^i-''";'?^  ^^"^^^^  ^^hool  communities  ^hro^h  tfi^  . 

?s  ti^Sf  i^^^^'^^'^r        they  are  developed.    The  major  aS  throughout 

obiect?vi;    ?hfs???r'''^^^"^^  °£  .^-^^^^  =y=t^  goals.,  schoo?^  ' 

needJ:  assessment  survey,  and  program  modifigation  ' 

'        u.-^^^^:^  intentfon  to  relateJthe  accountability  aS 

required  by  the  State  law  to  air eaflTeffbi,!! shed  objectives  for 
Sarf  0?^^°^%'-^^?^^^"^  °^  HarfordiountP:  as  identiSed In  the 
^,1n^w  L    r;^^^""?  response  to  thTdDtiSty.  Council,  of  Harford 
aoa?s^fn;  "^^^^^^        °^  February,  .1974-,  which  ^eguelled  • 

goals  for  further  improvement  by  December  31,  1977.     TWo  of  these 
are  speeifically  related.     ThesJ  axe  as  .follows: 
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^  •        The  program  and  instructional  practices  in 
reading  will  continue  to  be  evaluated  and 
revised  to  improve  the  services  to  all  youths 
particularly  to  thosfe  whose  achievement  in 
reading  is  b.elow  reasonable  expectations. 

•        Data  obtained  from  the » State  program  of 

accountability,  along  With  other  contemporary 
information,  will  be  used^ in  planning  modifications 
to  instructional  programs  in  many  areas  of  the  • 
ciorriculum,'  particularly  in  language  arts^ 
mathematics^  and  reading. 

. I. 

In  summary,  Harford  County'  has  endea|#|fe|l  ffiji^i  will ' 
continue  to  comply  fully  with  all  requirements  of  the  State-  ' 
accountability  programs     We  Jiave  always" striven  to  be  accountable 
and  view  this  experience  as  additional  opportunity  to  solidify 
our  belief  in  accovintability .     There  is  much  pride  m.  the  quality 
of  that  which  has  been  done  to  date  and  there  is  commitment  to 
maintaining  this  quality. 


HARFORD  COUNTY 
TABLE  1. 


COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


COHHUNITY  CHARACTFRIjlTlip.: 


(1) 

TOTAL  • 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

115i378 

Sl?)i770 

f4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALE5  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

« 5 ) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL- 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

12.1 

12.1 

^-     $CHQQt  CHARACTER-ISTICS    (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(SJ 

a-' 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

33 f 163 
'  f  ' 

$10|9a0 

$17,940 

9.1 

15.^ 

(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

25,9 

20.0 

94.6 

C*     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15)  ' 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT     ^  ^ 
EXPENSES  . 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17)  ^ 

per  pupil 
administrative 
(Central  office) 

COSTS 

$653.91 

$642.18 

75.3  ^ 

$21.46 

(18) 

PERCEffT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPtL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

1 

(20)  r 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES  ^ 

2.5 

$7.49 

0.9 

•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOUR^CES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TAILE. 
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HARFORD.  COUNTY  ^ 

^  \  .  BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKILU 
AREAS 

(3.) 
GRADE 

(2)  . 

NUMBER  OF 
STyDENTS 
•  ENROLLS* 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)+ 

<  6) 

» 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

\  1  i 

AVERAGE 

EQUIVALENCc 
(GE)++ 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(3.) 

3 

2697 

92.25 

24 

102.5 

16.36 

3,85 

1.09 

S 

2751 

96.99 

24 

104.5' 

15.09 

5.61* 

1.44 

VOCAlUL'iRY 

7 

2154 

81.16 

6 

102.6 

14.82 

7.39 

1.85 

* 

9 

2595 

80.62 

6  - 

105.2 

15.60 

9.05 

1.90 

(2) 

3 

2697 

92.25 

24 

102.5  ' 

16.36 

3.93 

1.22 

READING 

5 

2758 

96.99 

'  104.5 

15.09  1 

5.68 

l.^B 

COMPRE- 
HENSION 

7 

2154 

68.16 

— 

102.6 

14.82  ! 

7.41 

1.71 

<,  9 

2595 

80.62 

6 

105«2 

15.60 

8.89 

1.80 

(3) 

3 

2697 

92.25 

24 

102.5 

16.36 

4.34 

1.31 

SPELLING 

5 

2751 

96.99 

.  24 

104.5. 

15.09 

^5.90 

1.66 

• 

7 

2054 

68.16 

6 

102.6 

14.82 

7.47 

2.06 

♦  9 

2595 

60.62 

6 

105.2 

15.60 

8.91 

2,%5 

3  ^ 

,  2697 

92.25 

24 

102.5 

16.36 

4.03 

1.26 

5 

2756 

96^^.99 

24 

104.5 

15.09 

5.84 

1.69 

CAPITAL- 
IZATION 

7 

2154 

88.16 

6 

102.6 

14.82 

7.49 

2.06 

9  • 

2595 

80.62 

6 

105.2 

15.60 

9.01 

2.12 

(5) 

3 

2697 

92.25  ^ 

24  - 

102.5 

16.36 

4.05 

1.39 

j  PUNCTUATION 

5 

.,2751 

96.99  ^ 

 "    '  h 

24 

104.5 

15.09 

5.67 

1.63 

7 

 ,  2^ 

2654 

88.16 

6 

102.6 

14.82 

7.21 

2.10 

i  -  ■ 

9 

2595 

80.62 

6 

105.2 

15.60 

6.73 

1  

2.20 

.*  *S  OP  9/30/7.3,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRAllED  CLASfSES. 

'•«  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  X97*  DIVIDED  IV  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

+  <LTiMni'lin  AGE  SCQRe  (5AS1  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  X,  X97X  EDITION. 
*  ?HE  SeISs  "r  "e  NATjoiA[  N^R^^  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  100,  NATIONAL  SD  •  lb. 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE  (GEl  DERIVED  FROM  lOHA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5-  "J*  EDITION.     THE  MEANS  IN  THE 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,   7,  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  5.7,  7i7,  ■).*,  VARVING  SLICHTLV 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA. 
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HARFORD  COUNTY 


TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE)  i 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  *♦ 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5 ) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE  • 
^    (SAS)  t 

1 

1  O  J 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

.( 7 ) 
AVERAGE 

gkade 
equivalence 

(GE)  *i 

•  • 

STAN2>ARD 
DEVIATION^ 
(SD) 

(6) 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

3 

269  T 

92.25 

2** 

102.5 

16.36 

3.89 

1.35 

5 

2751 

96,99 

2U. 

104.5 

15.09 

5.5t 

1.74 

7 

285i» 

88.16 

6 

102.6 

14.82 

7.30 

2.06 

9 

2595 

•0.62 

6 

105.2 

15.60 

8.54' 

.2.27 

(7) 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

269  7 

92.25  > 

2^ 

102.5 

4.01 

1 . 15 

5  ' 

27^8 

96.99 

2^ 

104.5 

i5.d9 

5*75 

1.50 

7 

285* 

88.16 

6 

102.6 

^  14«82 

7.37 

1.64 

9 

2595 

80.62 

6 

105.2 

15.60 

1.80 

x;94  ^ 

(8  ) 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

3 

2697 

92.25  , 

2*            1-102.5  j 

16.36  - 

3.78 

.96 

5 

2758 

96.99 

1    ■        !  -  , 

2^             ;         104.5  15.09 

■  "  ^  ^  

5.75 

1.39 

7 

285^ 

88. 16 

6                     102.6^        !  14.82 

7.  47 

1.61 

9 

2595 

80.62 

6                     105.2  ,^     i  15.60 

9. 15 

1.B3 

(<3J 

3 

2697 

92.25 

 -i  

2^                     102.5                 16.36  - 

3.64 

l.Od-' 

MATi^EMATICAL  ' 
PROBLEMS 

2751 

96.99 

 !  )  . — —  

104.5         ;  15.09 

5.47 

1.32 

7 

285^ 

88.16 

 "  1  .  tL—  

6            (         ^^02. 6        !  ii^.82 

 t_  1 

7.22 

1.63 

9 

2595 

80.62 

6            !  105.2 

15.60 

8.78 

1.80 

3 

2697 

92.25 

24 

!  102.5 

16..  36 

3.71 

.95 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

2758  , 

96.99 

24 

104.5 

f5^09 

5.61 

1.27 

7 

285^. 

88.11.6 

6 

102.6 

14.82  7, 

7.35 

1.52 

9 

2595 

80.62  ' 

6 

i05.2 

15.60 

,8.97  ' 

 ^  

1.70* 

•  AS  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  *  . 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  197*  DIVIDED  BY  NUHHER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.   EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGf 


w  n 
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(BAKER  FIELD  -  OAKINGTON) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


f               SCHOOL  NAHf 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(L) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

D  C  D  r  CU  T 

AVERAG0 

DAlMi^ 
ATTEN^-^ 
DANCE 

(4fr 

'  ^40TAL  .NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
HASTER*S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

HEDIAN' 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 

hother 
(11) 

HEDIAN 
FAHILY 
INCOME 
($} 
(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
r7) 

ADHIN. 
(8) 

BAKER  FIELD  ELEH 

K 

-5  - 

770 

26.1 

96.0 

27.5 

2.0 

10 . 2 

13.5 

10.2 

9.6 

12.2 

10639.0 

BEL*AIR  EL€M 

K 

-6 

8L5 

25.7 

96.3 
> 

29.7 

2.0 

11.2 

9.5 

22.1 

8.3 

12.2 

12476 .0- 

.  CHiURCHVILLE  ELEH 

K 

-6 

598 

21.3 

95.1    ^^  26.0 

2.0 

9.2 

16.5 

25.0 

7.9 

11.8 

10594^0 

DARLrNGTON  EL EM 

K 

'5 

249 

15.6 

95.3 

15.0 

1.0  Q 

12  .VI 

/  1 

13.5 

18.7 

*  13.7 

11.0 

9231.0 

DEERFIELD  ELEH 

K" 

-6 

681 

21^6 

95.6 

29.5 

2.0 

X  5.6 

27.7 

15.9 

6.9 

12.2 

9834.0 

DUBLIN  ^ELEM 

K- 

-6 

513 

19.3 

99.5 

23.5 

c 

3^0.1 

*30.2 

14.5 

10.1 

9099.0 

'  EDGEWOOD-CEDAR  DR 

K- 

•5 

1379 

27.3 

^4.6 

48.5 

2.0 

7.0 

7.5.  \ 

f  .9 

12.2  "^10409.0 

FOREST  HILL  ELEH 

K- 

•5 

503 

21.4 

96.3 

21.5 

2.0 

8.6- 

9.5 

8.5 

4.9 

12.2 

12146.0 

HALLS  CROSS  ROADS 

K- 

5 

556 

20.2 

94.9 

11.0 

14..0 

32.7 

15.5 

12.1 

8505.0 

/ 

r 

HAVRE  DE  GRACE 

K- 

5 

69^ 

18.6 

95.1 

35.9 

2.0  . 

V 

11.4 

8.5 

18.7 

13.2 

11.2 

9477.0 

HICKORY  ELEH 

K- 

6 

929 

26.8 

96.4 

32*6 

2.0 

10.^ 

Lfl.7 

28*.9 

11.4 

12.1 

12031.0 

HIGHLAND  EL^M 

K- 

6 

;3.3 

99.4 

16.5 

1.0 

11.3  15.5 

20.0 

9.2 

10.9 

8790.0 

HILLSDALE  . 

HOMESTEAD  ELEH 
JARRETTSVILLE 

JOPPATOWNE  ELEH 

MEADOWVALE  ELEH 

NORRISVILLE  ELEH 

OAKINGTON  ELEH 


K-5 


505         17.1       95.6  27.5         2.0  10.0     21.3         37.3  6.9  11.4.  8941.0 


893         24.1       96.8  36.0  1.0 


721         25.3  ,,^3 


26.9  2.0 


9.9  .  10.5  '  32.4 
9'.4     20.7  14.0 


3.7  12.3  13296.0 

8.6  11.6  10670.0 


728        22.4      96.5  30.5  2.0 

629         20.0       96.4  29.5        2.0  11.3     15. ^12.7 


7.0     18.3        18.5  2.7  12.4  12803.0 


6^8  11.6  10155.0 


270         25.5      9%3  9.6     ,    1.0  11.9     11.0        52.8^  7.2  11.0  9561.0 

8I5         20.1       95.9  38.5         2.0  9.7     20.3         19.7  8.9  12.3  8340,0; 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


ERIC 


'V  p  (] 
o  *^ 

4-246 


(BAKER  FIELD  -  OAKINGTQN) 


TABLE  4. 


HARFORD  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RFLATIoii  OF  ACHIEVCMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS/  WITH  NQNVBREAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*      .  ' 


SKILU'  AREAS 


VOCARULAWy 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT»L 


READING  COMPPEHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

SCHOOL  NAHE         OR.OE  .VE«»0E  .veR.GrHjRT-      O'FF"'  *«R*Gfe    MjRT-  ^NCr"  ^nS'  V'c'*'^ 

NORM 


SAS 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


6£ 


•GE 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


or 


5 

10 1  ■  3 
1U6,1 

3,rei 
b,60 

3.63 
5.5P 

♦  ,13 

♦  .01 

'3,01 
5.57 

3.70 
5.69 

♦  .11 
-.12 

4.15 
5.7U 

4.05 

♦  •in 

-.06 

3.58  ' 
5,30 

3,70 
5,04 

.  -.12 
-,46 

atL  A IP  ELLM 

9 

b 

106(9 
103.2 

U ,  06 
5,72 

5.5^ 

A.  in 
♦  ,13 

(4 , 20 
5,7d 

M .  05 
5.05 

♦  .23 
♦^13 

U,21 

'6,00 

^.30 

5.79 

-.17 
♦  .21 

^,l^ 
5,02 

4.00 
5,93 

♦  .10 
-,0l 

CMuRCHVXLLt  ELtM 

b 

10^.2 
102.5 

3 .09 
b,3M 

%  All 

5,32 

^  nH 
♦  ,02 

3,99 
5,51 

3 . 93 

5.m 

♦  .06 

♦  ,10 

5.57 

^.27 

5.57 

-.in 
♦  •on 

3.70 
9,3U 

3,09 
5,61 

-.11 
-.27 

OAKLING TON  eLLM 

5 

100,1 
,100,5 

3,52 
5.33 

3.51 
'  5.09 

W( .  0 1 
f^.24 

3  66 
5',50 

3 . 59 
5.21 

♦  ,07 

♦  .29  ' 

3.06 
5.U 

3.9(* 

5.m 

«.Q2 

3,U7 
9,00 

3,61 
5.<»5 

-.1* 
-,48 

DtERFIELD  lLEm 

3 
b 

90.1 
106.5 

3,72 
5,55 

b,50 

♦ ,  «n 
-,03 

3  09 
5I7U 

3 .  bo 

5.70 

♦  ,39 

♦  ,0^ 

M  .03 
5.77 

3.06 
5.01 

♦  .17 

-.ou 

3,61 
9,7^ 

3,53 
5,99 

►  ♦.Oft 
-,11 

DUBLIN  CLLM 

b 

99,2 
101,5 

3,77 
5,71 

•  3,**5 
5,ft0 

♦ ,  32 
♦  ,10 

5,99 

5.73 

♦  ,29 

♦  ,22 

3.05 
5.15 

3.11 
5.99 

•  »03 

♦  .00 

3,71 

3,97 
5.97 

♦.19 
-,01 

cusemooo-cuoah  on 

5 

97,5 
100.9 

3,51 
S,27 

3,<*1 
5,2(« 

♦  ,10 

♦  ,03 

3  ,ft6 

5,3U 

J  ,  f 

8.33 

♦ ,  19 
♦  ,01 

3.69 

5.m 

3.12 

9.U8 

-.19 

-.ou 

3,U1 
9,23 

S,90 
9,U9 

-.^09 
-.11 

FDHEST  MlLu  CL£M 

3 
5 

105,0 

3,99 
B,ft7 

A,B6 
8,57 

♦  ,<»3 

♦  ,10 

3,97 

S,7U 

3.»1 
5.»<» 

♦  ,36 

♦  ,10 

3.9« 

S.6B 

3.91 

8.77 

♦  .09 
-.12 

3.93 

9,99 

3,13 

9,81 

♦  ,30 
-.11 

HALLS  CROSS  HOaOS 

3 
b 

U.l 

9A,6 

a 

3,3a 

u,An 

3,36 

».,00 

♦  ,03 
-,20 

3,89 

3.UI 
5.13 

♦  ,13 
-,17 

3.66 

n.ta 

3.70 
8.13 

-.la 

.-•It 

3,«»9 
9.09 

3.41 

9,a9 

♦  ,0*> 
-.10 

HAVRE  nC  UilACt 

3 
b 

101,1 

100, a 

3,73 
bi39 

3,B7 
5i09 

,♦,16 

♦  ,3n 

3,72 
9,UU 

^.»8 
5.10 

♦  ,07 

♦  iSU 

3.R9 
8.69 

U.Ol 
8.39 

-iia 

♦  •30 

3,Ub 
1.88 

3,17 

g,u3 

-.la 

♦.11 

HlCKOHV  CUKM 

3 
b 

103, ft 
102,4 

3, MO 
b,ft2 

9,Ul 

♦  ,03 

♦  ,I0 

3,75 
S,»3 

3.14 
5.UI 

-,09 
♦  ilB 

11.18 
8.91 

U.ll 
8,13 

-.03 
-.It 

3.73 
8,31 

3,01 
9,17 

-.09 
-.36 

Hltt^LANO  fcuEM 

5 

91, U 

99,0 

3,U2 
b,07 

^,U0 
U,»7 

♦  ,09 

♦  ,10 

3,Ut 

8,16 

3.UI 

5.09 

-,oa 

♦  ,07 

3.n3 

3.0l» 
,  5.29 

-.5t 
-.2n 

3.19 

9.U1 

3,91 

9,94 

-,39'' 
♦  ,07 

HILLSOALE 

3 

5 

100,9 
102,3 

3,Sb 
<«,90 

3>56 
!f,23 

-.01 
-,25 

3.65 
5.20 

3.o5 
5.39 

♦.00 

-,19 

n.«6 

u.oo 

9.51 

-.06 
-.05 

3.97 
9.20 

3,66 
9,99 

-,09 
-.35 

HOMESTEAD  CLEM 

b 

100,7 

6.15 

5,06 

♦  ,25 

6,22 

5.9I 

♦  ,31 

6.30 

■J* 

6.09 

♦  .2^ 

b,tA 

6,00 

♦  .10 

JAHRk^TTSVluLt: 

3 
b 

100,3 
102,9 

3>2 
S,A9 

3.55 
5,3t 

♦  ,17 
^.35 

i,0i  . 

5,76 

3.62 

5.USV 

♦\l9 
♦  ,33 

3.0<» 

5.n5 

3»97 
9.60^ 

-.1? 
-.OR 

3.<*2 
9.30 

.  3.64 
^  9.64 

-,2a 
-.26 

joppaTownl  eucm 

3 

b 

107,1 
lOS.O 

5.79  . 

3.99 
5,61 

♦  ,1A 

'♦/30 
5,00 

.>M.U7- 
ft  5.66 

^,31  "  '♦.61 
♦  ,1<»  V«,'^0 

M.UO 
5.79 

♦  .21 

♦  .21 

£.*S6 

4. PI 
5.02 

♦  .68 
-.26 

MLaDOmVALL  ELlM 

3 
S 

103. <♦ 
106.7 

3.^ei 

5,06 

3,72 
5.57 

♦  .16 

♦  .29 

3,95 
5,910 

3.01 
5.^0 

♦  .m 

♦  ,22 

M.17 

♦  .01 

♦  .lU 

3.76 
S.9U 

3.79 
5.07 

-,03 
♦  .07 

NORRlSVlLLc  ELtM 

3 

5 

1^.3 
109.1 

5.53 

3.7^ 
5.67 

«.09 

4.0U 
5.65 

3.65 
5.79 

♦  ,19 

IM 

M.ni  ^ 

«i.  19 
6.J0 

-.10 
-.63 

3.6n 

3.03 
*  6,02 

-.19 
-,44 

OAKlNbTON  cLEM 

3 

5 

10U,0 
10U.9 

3.03 
5.62 

n,77 
S.M3 

«  ,06 
♦  ,  1*» 

3.90 
<*5,53 

3.00 
5.57 

♦  .02 
»  -.04 

<».io 
5.66 

M.22 
5.4>6 

-.1? 

♦  4  00 

3.9U 
5.7n 

3.02 
9.71 

-.20 

-.01, 

1  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTIDN  <^.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIDNS  DF  TERMS 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  <•) 


/ 

4-2  <7  \ 


(BAKER  FIELD  -  OAKINGTON) 


HAMFOHO  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMSt  BY^S.KILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATU 
STATISTICALLY  C0'NTR0LLED4=  =     '  •  ■ 


SKILL  >REAS 


SCHOOL  HAHL 


BbL  AIR  ELLM 


VOCAHULAHY 


REAbPlO  COMPREHENSION 


LAnGUAOE  TOTAL 


GMAUE  AVCMAGE  AVERA&t  MiRY- 
LANO 


&AS 


3  lUl.9 


3  106.9 
9  105.2 


GE 


3.76 
5.^0 


(».n6 
6.72 


NORM 


3<63 
5.69 


5.99 
5.61 


OlFFrp-  AVERAOr    MARY-  Ol 


EhCE 


♦  .13 
-.09 


♦  .07 

♦  .tl 


3.ai 

5g67 


4.26 
5.7fl 


LANO 
NORM 


9*69 
ft. 73 


>I>lfER- 
tNCE 


liJirfHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE 


GE 


H.lft 
5.7H 


H.?l 


LAtK> 
NORM 


H.03 
5.66 

H.*36 
b,6\ 


ENCF 


♦  •12 


>-.l7 
♦  .lO 


GE 


3.56 
5.3n 


H.  in 
5.A2 


4.01 


nlFFEI<- 


♦  .09 


ClIURCHVlLLb  CUM 


OAHLINATON  ELtM 


3  105.2 
5  102.5 


3  100.1 
5  lUO.S 


3.A9 
5.34 


3. to 


3,b2 

5;;33 


^.55 
5.21 


♦  .01 

-.ou 


-.03 
».12 


3.99 
5. SI 


3.66 

5.50 


3.95 
5kHH 


3.61 
5.2A 


♦  «0H 
♦•07 


♦.05 
♦  .22 


H.I7 
5.57 


1.96 
5.16 


H.27 
&.61 


3.96 
5.H6 


.10 
•  OH 


*.on 

-•10 


3^76 
5.3H 


3.*7 

5.00 


3r*i2 
5.6«i 


3.6H 
5.50 


-.31 


-.17 
-.50 


UtERFiTLO  uLCm 


3  9A.1 
5  106.5 


3.72 
5.55 


3.U2 
5.73 


♦  .30 
-.1« 


3.A9 
5.7<» 


3.U7 
5.76 


♦  .H2 
-.02 


H.03 
5.77 


3.93 
5.91 


♦  .20 


3.61 
5.7«i 


3.53 
5.9*1 


♦  .0« 
-.20 


OUnLIN  CLCM 


3  99.2 
5  106.5 


3.77 
».7t 


3.<»9 
b.90 


♦  .20 
-.12 


3.61 
5.9« 


3.55 


♦.26 
♦  .03 


3.A5 
5.05 


3.90 
6.06 


-^11 


3.7j6 
5.*5 


3.59 
6.09 


♦.17 
-.1«» 


cloehooo-ccoam  or 

FOREST  HtLL  ELbH 


3  97,5 
6  A00.9 


3      99. • 

5    105. 0 


3.51 
5.27 


3.99 
5.67 


3. 3  A 
5.24 


3.53 
5.60 


♦  .13 


03 


♦  .<»6 
/.07 


3.66 
5.34 


3.97 
6.7i» 


3.43 
ft. 31 


3.59 
5.64 


♦  .23 

♦  .03 


♦.36 
♦  .10 


^•69 
5.IIV. 


:«.Q6 

5.^5 


^T9 
b.49 


3.94 
5.60 


-.10 

-.on 


♦  .Q<1 
-.15 


^.41 
5.23 


3.03 
5.55 


3.50 
5.-5^ 


5.62 
5. HI 


-.09 
-.30 


♦  .31 
-.26 


HALLS  CR(>Sb  HOaOS 


3  96.0 
5  96.5 


3.36 
4kA0 


3.34 
5.04 


»  .04 
-.24 


3.55 
4.9b 


^•39 
S.12 


♦  .16 
-.16 


3^f»^ 
5.12 


3,75 


»0O 
•  19 


3.49 
b.09 


3.4^ 
«i.l5 


♦  .03 
-.26 


HAvRE  OE  CHACt 
ni^KOHY  ELtX 


3  iOI.l 

5  100. Sl- 

3  103.^ 

b  102.9 


3.73 
5.39 


3. AO 
5.62 


3.61 
5.16 


3.77 
5.42 


♦  .1? 

♦  .21 


♦  .03 
».2o 


^.72 
5.44 


3.75 
5.63 


3.67 
5.25 


3.04 
5.47 


♦  .05 
♦.^9 


^.«9 
5»A(^ 


-.09  \4.l5 
♦.16  5.52 


4.0^ 
5.43 


4.17 
§.64 


-.13 
♦  .26 


-.0? 
-•12 


3.45 
5.55 


3.73 
5.31 


3.^9 
5.4« 


3.63 
♦^.6A 


-.24 
♦  .07 


-.10 
-.37 


HloHLANO  tLEM 


J  9fl.4 
5  99.0 


3.42 
5.07 


3.44 
5.06 


-.01 


3-.  46 
5.16 


3.49 
5. 16 


-.03 
♦  .^0 


^.«;3 

5.04 


3^05 
5^34 


-,3? 
-•30 


3.19 
5.41 


?l.54 
5.^9 


-.35 
».02 


HIlLSJALC 

HOmESTCAO  tL£H 
^AMRCTTSVILLC 

J0>*^AT0KftL  ELtM 

MtADO^Lt  ELt^ 


3  100.9  3.55 
5  '  102. 3>  4.90 


t>  iOA.7 


3  100.3 
5  102.9 


J  107,1 
5  105.0 


3  i03.4 
5  106.7 


6.15 


3.72 
5.69 


4.14 
5.79 


3. AO 
.5.66 


3.60 
5*36 


5.^1 


3.56 
5.42 


4.00 
5»60 


3.76 
5.74 


».24 


♦  .16 

.♦•?7 


♦  •14 

♦  •  IQ 


♦  .12 

4.1? 


3.65 
5.20 


6.22 


3.A1 

5-.  7© 


H.36 
5.60 


3.95 
5.90 


3. 66 
5.42 


3.62 
5.47 


4.07 
5.64 


3.63 
5.70 


.01 
.22 


♦  .^26 


♦.19 
♦.29 


♦  .31 

♦  .16 


♦  .1.2 
♦•12 


3.04 
5. '16 


6.30 


^.A4 
5.55 


4.61 
6.00 


'••17 
5. OA 


4.01 
5.59 


3.97 
5.64 


4.39 
&.60 


V.16 
5^93 


-•07 
-•13 


♦  •^2 


-•13 


3.57 
5.20 


6.  lA 


,3.42 


-.00  ^5,3A 


♦  .20 


*.01 
♦  .05 


4.09 
5.56 


3.7(, 
5.<>4 


3.6A 
5.63 


6.11 


3.65 
5.6A- 


4.02 
5. A3 


3.n2 
5. OA 


-.11 
-.43 


♦  .07 


-.23 
-.30 


♦  .07 
-.27 


-.06 
-.02 


r^OuRtbvlLLE  ELCM 


OAaI.JOTON  LLE.H 


3  104.3 

!)  109.1 

^  i04.0 

5  104.9 


3.A4 
5.53 


3. A3 
b.62 


3.))2 
5.05 


3.  AO 
5. 59 


♦  .03 
-.4? 


♦  .03 


4.04 
5.65 


3.90 
5.53 


3.69 
5.97 


3.67 
5.03 


♦  .15 
-.32 


♦  .03 
^.10 


4.  ni 

5.  37 


4.10 
5.66 


4.22 
6.11 


4^20 
5^79 


1    see  CHAPTER  4,   SECTION.  4.1,2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OP  TERMS  USED  AND  EXFLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 
ACCOHMNYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  "  - 


•  21  3.61* 
•74  «  5.5^ 


-.10 


3^14 
5.70 


3,A7 
6.14 


3»A5 
5.A2 


-.19 
-.56 


-.31 
-•12 


.8  8 
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(RROSPECT  MILL  -  NORTH  HARFORD  SR ) 


TABLe  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN ITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


• 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE  ' 
ORGAN  I- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
. SCHOOL 
ENROLL— 
'  MENT 
(2) 

PLfriL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATT  EN** 
DANCE^ 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  r 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DECREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN. 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

Income 

(S) 
(121 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6). 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADM  IN.' 
(8) 

PROSPECT  MILL 

K-6 

528 

28.5 

97  .0 

16 . 5 

2.0 

• 

27.0 

11 . 2 

12.0^ 

S4il747.0 

> 

RIVERSIDE 

• 

K-5 

63^ 

22.2 

96  .9 
* 

26.5 

2.0 

8.4 

12.0 

21.1 

2.9'  ' 

12.4 

12796.0 

SLATE  RIDGE 

K-6 

Z30 

23.9 

94.8 

7.6 

2,0 

12. 3» 

8 . 5 

47.9 

9.2 

10 . 9 

8631.0 

^     uAi^ccTPi  n   Ci  CM 

K—  3 

99^  ^ 

29.2 

95.9 

32.0 

2.0 

12.6 

23.3 

17.6 

• 

3.7 

12.3 

1^296.0 

WM    HALA   ULJ)    rLTb  i  RiJ^ 

K-5 

952 

21.6 

94.9 

40.0 

4.0 

8.5 

t 

9.9 

25.0 

6.6 

11.2 

'  10555.0 

YOUTHS  BENEFIT 

K-6 

11^2 

25.7 

96.1 

41.5 

3.0 

a. 6 

8.5 

18.0 

<.4 

12.2 

12648.0 

r 

ABERDEEN  MIDDLE 

6~8 

1529 

19.4 

95.7 

76.9 

7.2 

17.0 

25.4 

10.6 

12.2 

940 7. a 

EDGEWOOD  WIDDLE 

1213 

19.^ 

93.5 

59.0 

2.0 

7.2 

21.0 

34.4 

7.4 

11.9 

10352.0  : 

HAVRE  PEERAGE  MID 

6-8 

.    838  • 

19.9 

93.1 

40.0 

2.0 

8.3 

15.5 

26.2 

11.0    •  * 

11.3. 

9624.0 

JOPPATOWNE  JR  SR  . 

6-11 

1374 

20. «  • 

94.7  * 

66.0 

2.0"  • 

4.4 

17.5 

27.9 

5.0 

f 

12.4 

124i9.0 

if 

ABERDEEN  SR  HIGH  *> 

9-12 

i740 

18 .9 

91.6 

89 . 0 

I 

3.0 

8.2  20.3 

38.0 

11 . 3 

12 .2  6 

■  9411.0 

• 

-A 

^    BEL  AIR  MIDDLE 

7-8 

1972 

18.4 

?  5  .  8      '  j 

104.0, 

3.0 

8.,1     14.0  ' 

32.7 

6.5 

12.2 

12^381.0/ 

BEL  AIR  SR  HIGH 

9-12 

3155 

19.8 

93.0 

154.0 

5.0- 

8.6  18.2 

39.0 

7'.5 

12,.  2 

^ 12B87.0 

EDGEWOOD  SR  HIGH 

9-12 

1432 

18.8  • 

91.4* 

73.0 

3.0 

9.1  17.0 

38.1 

7.7 

12.0 

10689.0 

HAVRE  DE  GRACE  SR 

9-12 

843 

17.2 

89.4 

47.  Q 

2.0 

7.9-  19.0 

28.6 

>1.9 

11.3 

9625.0 

NORTH  HARFpRD  SR  JR 

7-12  ' 

1747 

19.9 

93.2 

85.9 

i.o 

9.2  13,5 

27.3- 

10.1 

11.1 

9687.0 

*  SEE  APFlENDtk  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS; 


/ 
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(PROSPECT  MILL       NORTH  HARFORD  SR) 


HARFORD  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 

PROSPECT  MILL  " 
RIVCRSTDE 
SLATC  RHSttt 
MAKEFirLD  uLEM 


TABLE  4.  .RELATlt)N  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TG  MARYLAND  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  • 

■ 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


OF 


3  1U0.2  "  3i96 
5    108,#  •  5«B3 


3  103, U 
5  107,3 


3  99,1 
98,3 


5,92 


3,U7 
5. 11 


LAND 
NORM 


3,57 
5, SO 


3,7ft 
5,76 


3,UU 
U,92 


ence 


♦  .39 

♦  .03 


♦  •3ft 

♦  .16 


♦  ,03 


LAND 
GE  NORM 


A    10S,a        *i»29         4,0S  ^,21 


PACA 'OtO  POST  RD    3.  99,0 
b  103,6 


3*66' 
B.<»6 


3,U6 
5,36 


YOUTNb  BENEFIT 

ABERDEEN  MI DOLL 
EUGEWOOD  MIDDLE 


•>3  105, f 
.  5  106,0 


Z  102.3 
7  100,3 
7  96,7 


4,14  V  3.91 
5,9i»  5,65 


hakve  oe  grace  mXD 

1 

J0PPAT0*NE  JR  7  iO<»,B 

^       9     10b. «♦ 


AUCRDEr:N'&K  HIGH 
Bt^  A  IP  MIDDLE 
BEL  A IP  SR  HIGH 
EDGE  MOOD  Sii  HIGH 
HAVRE  OE  GkACE  SR 


NORTH  HARFORD 'SR  JR     7  100.6 
9  103.0 


7.26 
6. SI 
6,S<* 


6.97 
6.01 
6.U4 


♦  •20 

♦  .10 


♦  .23 

♦  .29 


♦  .29 

♦  .00 

♦  .(*0 


3.99 
5, SO 


U,19 
6,02 


^,00 

5,iar. 


U,29 


3,71 
5,62 


U,15 
5,66 


7,10 

-6.96 
6^S2 


3.63 
5.SS 


3.QU 
5.01 


♦  .36 
-.OS 


♦  .35 

♦  .21 


b.04 
U,17 


3.52 
5.45 


3,99 

5.71 


7.02 
6.116 
6.52 


7.32 
^.Sl 


S.5S 
7.U2 
9.19 
S.61 
S.23 


6.91 
e.b3 


(?E 


3i<)S 
5. no 


»  «».^3 
6.?.ft 


LAND 
NORM 


3.9^ 
6.03 


4.17 
5.94 


3.W-  ♦.2Sir  3.ft0 
■  -       ♦.U  " 


♦.12 


♦  .If 

♦  .17 


♦.IJ 

♦  .IB 

♦  .16 

♦  .10 

♦  .30 


♦  .16 

♦  .23 


♦  .22 

♦  .51 

♦  .07 
'♦.09 

♦  .14 


♦  .39 

♦  .Oft 


3.ftl 
ft.  ^6 


4.^3 
6.05 


7.,12 
7.01 
6*62 


7.U6 
ft. 02 


St59 

9.P2 
S.61 
A. 19 


7.10 
S.6U 


♦  .01 
-.23 


♦  .16 

♦  .3«* 


5.92 
U,^2  ^  4.<»9 


3.ftS  -.20 
5.2<*  ^.20 


6E 


3.S7 
5.ft7 


4.09 
5.9? 


3.30 
5.60 


♦.03  4.05 


3.00 
5*65 


-.07 
-.09 


4,32  ♦•01 
5fft5  ♦•20 


7*02 
6*92 
6.64 


7.35 
S.01 


S«5U 
7.U3 

0 

9.09 
S.61 
*fi«2S 


6.97 
S.51 


♦  .10 

♦  .09 
-•02 


♦  .11 

♦  .11 


♦  .05 

♦  .5U 

♦  .13 

♦  .00 
-.09 


♦  .13 

♦  .13 


3.*»7. 
5.57' 


3. Aft 
5.79 


7.0q 
7.00 
'  6.72 


7.42 
S.91 


S.74 
7.ftO 


9.37 

s.nu 
0.i»a 


7.3n 

S.A3 


♦    SEE  CHAPT^R^,  SECTION  FOR  DEFINITIONSI DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATI6n  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 

J   -ACCOMPANYING  hDIFFEREVICE"  SCORES. 


LANP  EHCE 
NORM 


3.65  '.♦.22 
6.06  -.19 


3.ft2 
5.97 


3.56 
5.29 


♦  .27 
-.05 


-.IS 
♦  .31 


(».10  i-.05 


3.^57  X  -.10 
5.6s  -.11 


3.95 
5.09 


-•07 
^•.10 


7.^0  -ai 

7.10  -.10 
6. SI  -.04 


7.5U 
9.05 


ft. SO 
7.65 
9.39 

a.S5 

ft. 50 


7.20 
S.7S 


-.12 
-.IH 


-.06 
♦  .15 
-.02 
-.01 
-.02 


♦  .16 

♦  .05 
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1 


HAHFORD  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5,     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAI^  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

I  AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
i         STAT^STICALLY  CONTROLLED*.  - 


SCHOOL  iUH£ 


'  *  '  '    ^  f  SKILL  AREAS 

V0CA6ULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANCUA6E  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


'   f^wKM  NORM  6E  NORM 


PHOSPECT  MILL 

41IVER&IDE 

SLATE  PlDQt  / 


WAKEFIELO  LLEM 


3  laoj 


,'5  107lj3 


99*1 

98,13 


WH  PACA  OLj  post  HD   '3  9^.0 
'  5  403.16 

t 

YOUTHS  BENtFiT  3  105^9 

AUeROErN  HlOOLfc, 

eugehooo  mi doll 

HAHVE  OE  GRACE  hID 
jOpPAroWNE  JR  SR 

At>£RD£EN  Sh  HIGH 
BtL  A  IP  MIUDLE 
BtL  AIR  SR  HIGH 
EOGEtrfOOO  HI&H 
HA^/RE  Dt  Gi<ACE  SR 


3.96 
5.63 


<».I6 
5.9*2 


3.U7 

5.n 


<».29 


3.66 
5.i»6 


5.90 


NOmTH  HAHFORD  SR  JH    7  1OO.6 
9  i03,0 


3. 56 
5.93 


3.76 
5.79 


5.02 


7.11 
6.70 


3.48 
5.48 


3.92 
5.68 


7.07 
6.85 
6.45 


7.34 
8.98 


A. A3 
w7.44 
0.35 
8.82 
A. 42 


6.88 
ft. 71 


♦  .40 
•.10 


♦  .40  1 

♦  .13 


-.01 
♦  .09 


♦  .18 
,  -.02 


♦  »26 


♦  .19 
-.04 

♦  .39 


4.22 
♦  .30 


♦  .06 

♦  .51 

♦  .13 
-.06 

♦  .14 


♦  .23 
-.01 


3.99 
5.60 


<».19 
6.02 


3,60 
5,16 


<».ll         ♦.Ift  4,29 


3.71 
5.62 


U.15 
5.66 


7,16 
6,96 
6,82 


7,46 
9,04 


ft. 80 
7,93 
9,26 
A, 70 
i.37 


7.30 
A. 61 


3.61 
5.96 


3.63 
5.63 


3.54 
5.10 


3.53 
5.53 


3.99 
5.72 


7.09 


6.53 


7.34 
8.64 


8.68 
7.43 
9.21 
8.67 
8.26 


6.92 
8.55 


♦.36 
-.  16 


♦  .36 

♦  .19 


♦  .26 

♦  .06 


3.96 
5. AO 


4.^3 
6.26 


"3.68 
5.52 


4.19        ♦1.10  4.52 


-►.16 
♦  .09 


♦  .16 

♦  .14 


♦  .09' 

♦  .07 

♦  .29. 


♦  .14 

♦  .20 


♦.12 

♦  .50 

♦  .05 

♦  .03 
♦.11 


3.A1 
5.S6 


4.33 
6.05 


7.!2 
7.01 
6.62 


7.46 
6.92 


A.«»9 
7.07 
9.22 
A.fil 
8.19 


3.96 
6.09 


4.16 
5.97 


3.69 
5.29 


♦.0^  3,A7 
-i29  5,67 


♦.38  7.10 
♦.06  )     A. 64 


3.A9 
5.69 


4.32 
5.A7 


7.16 
6.9A 
6.66 


,7.36 
8*64 


6.71 
7.46 
9.16 
8.71 
8.36 


7.01 
A. 61 


♦  .17 

♦  .3t 


-•21 
♦  r23 


<».50  ♦.O? 


-.06 
-.13 


♦  .01 

♦  .lA 


-.04 
♦  .03 
-.04 


♦  .OA 

♦  .OA 


-.1? 

♦  .51 

♦  .Ofi 
-.10 
-.17 


♦  .00 

♦  .03 


4.09 
5.02  / 


3.3A 
5.60 


4.05 


3.47 
5.57 


3.6A 
5.79 


7.09 
7.00 
6.72 


7.42 
6.91 


6.74 
7. AO 
9.37 
6»A4 
6. 4  A 


7.3A 
6. A3 


3.64 
6.12 


3.^2 
6.00 


3.56 
5.33 


4.11 


3.SA 
5.73 


3.96 
5.91 


7.36 
7.1A 
6.A4 


7,60 
9.06 


A.  94 
7.6A 
9,43 
A. 93 
A. 55 


7.21 
6.62 


♦  .23 
-.25 


♦  ••27 
-.OB 


^.20 
♦  .27 


-.06 


-.11 
-.16 


-.06 
-.12 


-.27 
-.18 
-.12 


-.lA 
-.17 


-.20 
♦  .12 
-.06 
-.09 
-.07 


♦.17 
♦  .01 
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LOCAL  school'  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILll^Py  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 

9  *  ' 

4,14  HOWARD  COUNTY  ,  ' 

*.  S.chool  System  Goals  and  Objectives^ 


A  The  Changing  Coxinry.    The  Howard  County  Piiblic  School  System 

is  the  most  rapidly  growing  of  all  of  the  subdivisions  of  "^^1^^^/ 
Between  1968  and^igVS  Howard  County's  public  schools  showed  a  52. y%- 
increase  in  enrollment.     In  the  same  period,  the  State  school  system 
averaged  a  5.9%  increase.         •  .  - 

>•  Much  of  the  increase  has  been  due  to  the  development  of 

the  new  City  of  Columbia  which  has  grown,  in  a  period  of  seven^  years, 
to  32, 532- inhabitants.     Having  attracted  persons  from  all  fifty  States 
and  some  foreign  countries,  Coliambia  has  a  population  of  diverse 
socio-economic  and  educational  back'grounds.  .  . 

Responsive  to  the  anticipated  needs  of  the  changing  pupil 
population,  the  Howard  County  public  schools  planned  and  implemented  • 
e\aucational  strategies  of  increased  individualization,  non-gradedness, 
team  teaching,  and  open  enrollment..  Further,  educational  goal-setting 
grounded, in  recognized  behavioral  objectives,  is  becoming  an  on-going 
process  in  curriculum  and  program  development.  ^  , 


no 
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the  Boar(JJof  Education,  o"f.  Haward  County  approved  a  itatemeAt 
of  philosophy  which  included  those  goals'  that  underlie  the  day- 
to-day  activities  of  the  public  schools.     These  goals  are  as 
follows;  //<,        '•  °  y  *    .  . 


I*... 


4' 


Establish  programs  .related  to  the  needs  of  yqpth 
and  the  society  in  which  they  are  noW  living  and 
^  _   »in  whicft  they  will  live.^  .  ' 

Educate  students  to  assimilate  and  to  develop 
.an  appreciation- of  -the  culture  and'  values  of  "'" 
^pur  demo6ratic  society  and  the  world  at  large. 

Facilitate  desirable  mental,  physical,  social, 
and  ethical  development  among  all  students.' 

Help  .students  to  achieve  command  of  tlie  fundamental 
processes.  • 

Provide  settings  in  which  students  -may  practice 
citizenship  while  preparing  to  act  as  competent 
and  responsible  citizens  of  the  Nation.' 

,    Educate  students  "to  explore  their  own  canacities  - 
and  aptitudes.  • 

Provide"  progr&ms  which  will  enable  students  to  be 
effective  in  their  chosen  vocations  or  in  their 
pursuit  of  higher  6duo^tion. 

♦Educate  students  to  understand ^^ETiSnsetves  as 
individuals  in  relationship  to  others. 

D 

Provide  an  educational  environment  in  which 
students  gain  experience  ifl  making  value  judgments. 

'  ,•  ' 

Guide  students  in  the  application  of  logical  and 
reasonable  processes  which  will  contribute  to  the 
growth  and  progress  of  our  society. 

Assist  pupils  in  developing,  an  understanding  of 
the  rgle  of-  the  family  in  society  and  the 
individual  relationships  which  exist  therein. 

Educate  pupils  ift  wise  use  of  leisure- .t..ime.  ' 

•  In  August  of  1973,  the  State  Department  of  EducJt^^n 

released  to^the  public  a  set  of  academic  goal  statemerits  in  reading, 
writing,  and  mathematics  to  b,e  used  as  the  basis  f6r  the  Accountability 
Program.     A  committee  of  teachers,  principals,  and  supervisors 
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responded  by  translating  the  State:' s  general  goal  statements  t 
into  an  inclusive  set  of  county  goals.    The  Howard  County  Local 
System  Goals  are: 

In  Reading,  each  Howard  County  student  who  has  achieved 
the  objectives  for  riding  established  by  the  local  school  should 
demonstrate  the  ability  to: 

I.A..  Identify  purposes  for  using  print  and  non-print 
rea<^ing  materials.  ' 

X.B.  Select. from  a  variety  of  print  and  non-print  \ 

ip&terials  those  which  ar^e  suitable  both  in  level 
of  difficulty '  and  in  conten-fe*: 

1.  e.  Use  selected  print  and  non-print  materials  to 

satisfy  purposes  for  reading. 

2.  A.  Explain  and  apply  a  system  for  recognizing  words 

and  determining  their  appropriate  meanings. 

.  2.B.  Idervtify  words  instantly  and  consisten-tly^  and 

simultaneously  associate  appropriate  meanings  with 
those  words. 

3.  A.  Comprehend  a  reading  selection  through  using 

personal  experiences  and  knowledge  to  identify 
•  the  literal  meaning  of  the  selection. 

-3.B.  Compr^h^d  a  reading  selection  through  using 
pea^ional  experiences  and  knowledge  to  infer 
implied  meanings  :from  the  selection^ 

B.C.  Comprehend  a'^  reading  selection  through  using 
personal  experiences  ^, and  knowledge  to  react 
critically  to^^  the  literal  and  implied  meanings 

.  '     of  the  selection .  ^ 

3.  p.  Comprehend  a  reading  selectiort  through  using 

personal  experiences  and  knowledge  to  respond 
creatively  to  the  literal  and  implied  meanings 
of  the  selection. 

r    4*.A.  ^eet' the  reading  demands  for  -functioning  in 
society  through  following  directions. 

4.  B.  Meet  the  reading  demands  for  functioning  in  . 

society  through  locating  reference  materials. 

,> 

4.C.  Meet  the  reading  demands  for  functioning  in 

society  through  gaining  and  interpreting  information 
"  from  selected  materials. 

4. D.  Meet  the  reading  demands  for  functioning  in 
society  through  .interpreting  forms. 
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.  4.E.  Meet  the  reading  demands  for  functioning  in 
society  through  reading  to  attain  personal 
development. 

•  * 

9 

^      .Each  Howard  County  student  whd  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local  school  should: 

5. A.  Demonstrate  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading 
by  expressing  an  interest  in  reading  and  a 
desire  to  read. 


5. B.  Frequently  choose  to  read  when  given  several    ,  * 
alternatives  for  leisure  time  activities. 

.       In  Writing,  each  Howard  County  student  who  has  achieved 
the  objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  local  school  should 
demonstrate  the  ability  to: 
/  •    -  .  ^ 

l.A,  Record  thoughts  and  feelings  for  personal  use, 
observing  conventions  of  .writing  appropriate 
to  the  situation  and  ptirpose. 

1.  E.-  Communicate  thought's  and  feelings  to  others^ 

observing  appropriate  linguistic' form,  levels  of 
usage,  and  cotiventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanics. 

2.  A.  Write  in  social  situations,  observing  appropriate 

linguistic  forms,  levfels  of'  usage,  and  conventions 
of  rhetoric  and  mechanics. 

2.B.  Write  in  businegis  or  vocational  situations,  observing 
^       appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of  usage,  and 
conventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanics. 

2.  C.  Write  in  scholastic  situations,  observing 

appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of  usage, 
and  conventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechani<fs. 

\ 

3.  A*  Choose  writing  frequently  as  a  means  of  fulfilling 

personal  goals. 

3.B.  Choose  writing  frequently\s  a  means  of  communicating 
with  others 


B.C.  Evidence  satisfaction  from  the  experience  of  writing. 

In  Mathemati(^|poach  Howard  County  student  who  has 
achieved  the  ob ject:ives~or  mathematics  established  by  \he  local 
school  3hould  demonstrate  the  ability  to:  ^ 

^  l.A.   Identify  matheraatical  symbols. 

l.B.  Recall  mathematical  facta  of  addition,  subtraction, 
multiplication,  and  division. 

I.e.  Recognize  mathematical  tomis.  '^-'-^ 
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l.D.  Recall  mathematical  definitions.   ^  ^ 
I.E; .Name  and  order  numerals. 

1.  F.  Identify  geometric  shapes. 

2.  A.  Perforifi  computations  in  addition,  subtraction, 

^multiplication,  ajtd  division.^  .  . 

2.B.  Perform  measurements. 
2.C.  Solve  equations. 

2.  J).  Solve  inequalities. 

3.  A,^nderstand  the  concept  o£  niomber. 

3LB.  Translate  mathematical  symbols  into  words. 

3.C.  Translate  words  into  mathematical  symbols. 

3.D.  Translate  word  problems  into  mathematical 
statements. 

3.E.  Translate  mathematical  statements  into  word 
problems. 

3.F.,  Interpret  pictorial  representations  of  mathematical 
forms . 

3.G.  Translate  mathematical  statements  into  other 
mathematical  forms. 

3.H.  Apply  the  concepts^  of  location,  size,  and  shape. 

3.1.  Use  geometric  properties.  J 

3. J.  Use  the  properties  of  the  number 'system. 

3,.K.  Describe  physical  phenomena  in  mathematical  terms. 

3.  L.  Associate  known  mathemal^^cal  expressions 'with 

appropriate  physical  phenomena. 

4.  A.  Analyze  pro^em  situations. 

4.B.  Develop  a  logical  sequence  in  the  solution  of 
problems . 

4.C.  Solve  problems  by  applying  mathe;natical  knowledge 
and  skills. 

4.D.  Test  the  accuracy  of  solutions  to  problems. 
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5.A.  Transfer  and  utilize  mathematical  knowledge 
and  patterns  of  thought  to  the  solution  of 
personal  problems. 

5.  B.  Apply  knowledge  and  insights  gained  in 

mathematics  to  participation  in  societal 
decisions. 

6.  A.  Exhibit  awareness  of  the  importance  of 

mathematics  in  the  development  of  civilization. 

6.B.  Select  games  dnd  puzzles  which  are  mathematical 
in  nature. 

6.C.  Use  mathematical  devices  to  improve  accuracy  and 
efficiency. 

6.d:  Exhibit  awareness  of  the  need  for  mathematical 
skills  in  career-related  fields. 

6'.E.  Use  mathematics  .in  daily  living. 

6.F.  Exhibit  interest  in  the  contribution  that 

mathematicians  have  made  to  everyday  living. 

6.G.  Participate  in  the  learning  of  mathematics 
beyond  what  is  required. 

0^4-  «^  «    Secondly,  this  same  committee  retranslated  the  inclusive 
set  of  county  goal  statements  into  behavioral  objectives  These 
objectives  define  what  a  learner  should  be  able  to  do  I? 'the  end  of 
Tt  se^In??'?''^i.?f^":e°f-     ^^^y  represent  a  compreheSSive  set 

arerS:Sif?ed^£j'iL^S?atI!  '^^'^  "''"^'^  ^°  ^^'"^^^^ 

K^^i^^^^^f  committee  determined  the  grade^  placement  at 

v^lt.^^r      ?^3ectiye  should  be  achieved  across  all  schools  in 

?    S-^C  .J^"  predicted  county  achievement  level  is  the  grade 

^^"^ent  performancirfS 


anhno..om^J  ?    ^'  ®  °^  Objectives,  with  anticipated 

made  J^^'^/^f^"*^^^^  ^'^^^  Objective  Handbooks  and 

made  available  to  or^iftvidual  schools-.  -  These  handbooks  were  organ- 

r^^^  following  headings:     Student  Perfo^mancI? 

anfprel?i°r^^H''°?"rS'?*^'^^  Level ,  "Suggested  Type  of  Measurement, 
and  Predicted  School  Achy.evement  Level. 


ERIC 


.     ,        Activities  at  the  Individual  School  Level.     Utilizing  the 
school  objective  handbooks,  the  responsibility  o£  each  school  is  not 
to  further  identify  objectives  but  rather  to  specify  anticipated 
?Snf3  students.    Additionally,  it  is  to  identify  the 

type  of  measures,  to  be  used  to  assess  success  in  achieving  the 
anhn^Sf??^°^^^?^^^J^^  objective.  To  accomplish  ihls?^each 
for  eLh  sibjec?/f  objective  worksheets  in  ihe  handbook 
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.     Mnnitorinq  of  Program.     Plans  have  been  developed 
which  detail  procedures  tor  monitoring,  at  the  county  level, 
of  the  grade  placement  of  individual „ school  obDectives. 

r  Results  of  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program. 

B;se  line  data  provided  by  the  Maryland  Accountabxixty  Assessment 
pJnara^  indicate  the  level  at  which  students  are  performing  at 
S'Se'Cf  ?:s?ing!  ^These  first  year  data  do  -t  indicate  growth 
in  academic  achievement  over  a  period  of  time.     Therefore,  since 
s?aff  places  emphasis  on  the  progress  students  are  making  in 
statt  places  eiiip  accountability  data  were  compared  with  data 

iTlTectlk  Ter  tll  pLf  f  ive  years  L  that  academic  progress  within 
a?adSsove??he  years  and  across  grades  could  be  determined.  It 
isi?om  thL  point  of  view  that  the  following  analysis  is  made: 

Within  ar^^des -Over  the  Years.     This  analysis  indicates 
that  when  comparing  the  1^7^-74  Iowa  Tests  results  with  Iowa  base 
llll  reSul^S^in  1969-70  and  in  1972-73,  student  achievement  as 
measu^ef  in^iade^equivalents,  fo^s  .n  up-rd  trend  and  in  terms 

of  sub-test  totals,  and  composite  scores  are  P^^^^jJi^.^^, ^^i^S- 
highest  levels.     This  conclusiorr  is  supported  by  the  following. 


Grade  3 


With  19-69-70  scores  as  base  line,  county  mean  scores 
increased  from  4.1  to  4.5   (four  months)'  in  Total  Language 
Skills  Sndf?om  3.8  to  4.0   (two  months)   in  Total  Arithmetic 
l^inl    while  general  ability  levels  remained  approximately 
Se  same   (107.3  to  107.6).    "The  same  trend  o^f^vable 
whpn  using  1972-73  test  results  as  base  line  data. 


Grade  5 


With  1969-70  scores  as  base  line,  county  mean  scores 
increased  from  5.8  to  6.1   (three  months)   in  Total  ^^ 
Languagfskills  and  from  5r6  to  ^ '  «  .fijf  fe.^Js 

Total  Arithmetic  Skills^  while  general  ability  levels 
dec?eased:i:8  units  (107.6  to  105.80.  The  same  trend 
?rSbse?va(bie  when  using  1,972-73  test  results  as  base 
line  data.     _  , 


Grade  7 


With  i972-73  scores  as  bas.e  line,  the' only  base  line  that 
exists,  county  mean,  scores  in  grade  seven  have  i^F^ffff  , 
f?om  7  2  to  7:6   (four  months)  ip  Total  Language  Skills  and 
from  6  9,  to  7.6   (seven  months)   in  Total  Arithmetic  Skills, 
wh?Te  the  cognitive  aptitude -level  -decreased  2.9  ^ts 


(108.7  tQ  105.8) . 

/2  f)  8^ 


Grade  .9 


9°w£?^^^''^^^''^' f are  available  for  grad^ 

grade^O  was'aLIs.ld'e^th^^he'Te  ?  iritlTerir^ 
Progress  which  showed  a  similar  upward  trend  ^ith 
/county  mean  percentile  ranks  going  from  the  es^d 
percentile  in  1970-71  to  the  76th%ercenme  if 1972-73, 
Across  Grades  .       ■(  ,      •  • 


Grade  3 


the  elaSi-^^S  •  °f  students  tested  ,  in 

ThTc,  i^^n?  i«  4.2  grade -equivalents 

T^is  county, mean -score  is  .well  above  the  national  norm 
by  approximately -four  months.    /  ' 


Grade  5 


thS  e?2^^?r  SS"'^^^^^^  °f  students  tested  in  ^  ' 

coSSv  °'  instruction  is  6,0  grade-equivalents, 

inis  county  mean  score  is  above  the  national  norm  bv" 
approximately^ two  months.  ^ 

Grade  7 

The  mean  Iowa  composite  score  of  students  tested  in  the 
seventh  month  of  instruction  is  7.6  grade-e^Ivali^ts 
This  county  mean  score . is  below  the  national  no?mSv 
approximately  one  month.  cii-ionai  norm  by 

Grade  9 

The  mean  Iowa  composite  score  of  students  tested  in  i-ho 
seventh  month  of  ir^struction  if  9.2  gxade-^qui^f lents 
This  county  mean  score  is  below  the  national  norm  Sf  9  4 
by  approximately  twd  months.-  ^  or  y .  4 


Grad?  10  \  . 


thS  ?2s?.o?  Acfd^^-^T^  °'  students  tested  in  1973  with 

rank      ih?f  ^^^^J"'^^^  f-rogress  was  at  the  76th  percentile 

nS^m'of  ^n^h''^  ^=  ^^^^  ^^^^  the  national 

norm  of  the  50th  percentile. 


4-2eo 


4 


i 


Composite 

3.9  • 

107.3 

-  4.2 

107.4 

ft 

6  0 

'l07.6 
.105.5 

^ 

7.3 

108.7 

7.6  . 

105.8 

.  9.2 
> 

105.3 

63rd  percentile 
76th  percentile 

104. 
106.. 

Svunmary 
"  *i 
-  Grade  '3 

1969-70  , 
197  3-74 

Grade  5 

1969-70 
197  3-74 

/    Grade  7 

1972-73, 
.197  3-74  > 

Grade  9 

,1973-74 

Grade  10 

19^9=^ 
■  1972-73 

•D     •    '       Vrnaress  TowarH  ^ys^ein  and/or  School  Goals  Not  Covered  . 

±^  IT^lclloZi  ;jog;:.riS  both  the^o^nm^^^^^ 
domains.  ..Further,  ^^^^^itir to^o^ing'^oc^^asses'^^ 

agencies.-    O^e  such  ^valuation  effort  ^^^an^^^^^'agLsSinent 
var?e?7of  ?istructional  methods  than  ai^e\  students . 

John  Hopkins  University  which  has  found: 

\       Attendance  in  open-enviro.nment  schools  is 
significantly  related  to  a  higher  level  -of 
student  self-reliance;  and 

•        Students  in  open^environment- schools  report 
?hat  Shey  are  more  satisfied  and 
in  school,  and  r.eact  more  positively  to  thcxr 
teachers •       .  ^ 

to  ■ 
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Institute '^'^JiS?d  ltud?^^°%      a.t,.o-^ear  study  by  the  ' 
University?  ,       will  ani?^,f  ^^J^^^^^^^^^^^^.^^t  Columbia 
recoinmend^fujS^e  direJSfi^f  fo^^i''^ 

system^      .  directions  for  ^evelopment  of  the  school 

utilized  incJud.e:^''^'^'^  assessment  data  which  W  -been. 

•;  ;     Scholastic  Aptitude  Test  scores  foir  Howarc?" 

'  nfi-?^f  ?■      ^  P^^^  five^ears  whilfe  the^ 
•      "aye  fallen  from  948  to  924.     .  ^ 

.         •        Attendance  in  the  Howard  Covzntv  public  sc^hnni  = 
.  of  total  students  onT-r^^^^^  .  ^ 


The  efforts^f  this  school  s:^stem  to  prLide 

^attffofln       J^''^^'?.^^^^^^^^  methods-hay^ 
attracted  nation-wide  :^ttention.     In  the'^oast 

S?aterand'fnr"  ^^^^ 
.  fatates  and  foreign  countries  have  visited 

County  schools  each  year.     Manrof  them 
inv54.^ounty  personnel  to  serve  as  workshop 


'  work  With  ShIIt^^^  central  Of f ice' staff  ' 

teaching  "techniquS    sta?ffnS^.?J  ''^''^        "•"^^•^^  ctirJriculum, 
about  iLreased^sludent  fSSe^^^^^  school  design  to  bring, 

are  being  considered  AScoun^Shf??;  ^Vf^^^;P^ogram  modifications  ' 
learning  outcbmef  rather  ?han  ?eaiii?        I  ^^^^^  emphasis  on  student 


support  syste™rdirLSr^oWara\^:SLlla1t^'eff  f '  '°..^--loP 
Such  resources  will  be  needed  en  nf^^?^   -  learning  rates.  ' 

programs'  and  services  refftSd  ItT^t^  in^'rovement  of  those 
Assessment  Program!      "^'■^.^^^  ^°  the  Maryland- Accountability 
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TOWARD  COUNTY  i  ' 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  Af^D  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCE'S  PROFILE* 


A.     COMMUNITY  CHARACTER ISTTCS 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

.  MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

^ERCEf^T 
DISADVANTAGED  ~ 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

61,911 

$13,472 

11.6 

(4) 

EDUCATIOI^L  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEA^RS ) 

(5)  . 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS.  - 
OF  AGE  OR  older" 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARSX 

12;4 

12.3 

BV^SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS    (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

TOTAL  . 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY. 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR  , 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS  , 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

21,977 

$10,633 

sie,ioe 

7.6 

17.2 

Mil 

PERetNT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  %BOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF  " 
RATIO 

■  (13) 

PERCENT 
.AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

28.5 

19.0 

94.6 

C.     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS     (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEA*R4 


TOTAL 
per' PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 

; COSTS  ■ 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
'  PER  PUPIl, 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$1,057.09 

$792.93  ' 

75.0 

— >   

$23.56 

(18)  ^ 
PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION" 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT*iEXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2^2  ' 

$6.75 

0.6 

*SEE  APPENWX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOyRCES  OF  DA^A  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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HOWARD  COUNTY 
TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITV,  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  ,(6RADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  - 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(IJ 
GRADE 

(2) 

nu(iber  of 

STUDENTS 
ENROLLED)*' 

{3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED**- 

<4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
A^E 
SCORE 
(SAS)+ 

16) 

*  STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 

CAIfT\<AI  cur? 

<GE)++ 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(1) 

3 

1628 

100 • 00 

23- ♦ 

107,6 

16.66 

4.10 

1.21 

5 

1794 

100.00 

23 

106,8 

15.59^ 

5.93 

1.56_^ 

7  * 

1703 

100,00 

'  10 

105,8 

14.35 

7.60 

1.77 

9 

1664 

90,56 

6 

106. S 

16,27 

9.25 

1.99 

(2)     -  ' 

3 

1628 

100,00 

.    -  23 

10T>6 

-16,66 

4.15 

1.3/ 

ti 

READING 

5 

 ?  

1794 

100.00 

k  23 

106.8 

15.59-  1 

5.89 

1.53 

rriMPRP— 
MANSION 

7 

1703 

100.00 

10 

105.8 

•  i 

14.35 

7.53 

1.66 

9 

1664 

90.5£r 

6 

106.5 

16.27        I  9.15 

 Li  ■  

1.8« 

f3) 

3 

1628 

100.00  ^ 

23 

107  .'6 

16.66 

• 

4f64 

.«1,37 

SPELLING 

5 

1794 

100.00 

23 

 —I  

106.8 

15,59 

6.^2 

1.71 

7 

1703 

100,00 

10 

105.8 

'  14.^5 

7.58 

2.04 

< 

1664 

90,56 

 -1  

6 

'l06,5 

16^27     . ' 

9  .13*  \ 

2.23 

(4) 

3 

1628 

100.00 

23 

107.6  «  ' 

16.66 

4.39 

1,3^« 

CAPITAL- 
IZATION 

5 

1794 

100. OD 

^3 

106.8 

15  ,  59 

6.08 

1.71' 

- — r^w" 

7  , 

1703 

100.00 

10^ 

105  .  8 

'ft.35 

'7.63 

/ 1.96 

9 

1664 

90.56 

106.5 

16;27 

V   t  9.19 

^  2.28 

1628 

100.00 

23 

107.6 

,16.66 

4.53 

1.46 

PUNCTUATIO;. 

5 

1 

1794 

100,00 

23     ,  ^ 

106  •  8 

15.59 

6.01 

1.68 

7 

1703 

^ 100,00 

^      105.8    ^  ^ 

14*35 

r.47 

3.01 

•  0' 

'9 

1664 

90.56 

106.5 

16.27 

9.07 

 1^ 

2.26 

*  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.^ 

**  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRESSE*  A5  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOP.  EACH  §XILL  AREA. 
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HOWARD  COUNTY  .        .  j  . 

J  TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE)/ 

■  ;     ,  AND  ACADEMIC  'ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQl^VALENCE )  , , 


BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
.  GRADE 

(2) 
NUMBER  OF 

stud,e:  -s 
enrolled  * 

^  (3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

i5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
,  AGE 

,  SCORE 
(SAS)  f 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION  ^ 
( SD ) '  ^ 

(7) 

Al/CQ  Aft  C 

GRADE 
.  EQUIVALENCE 
(GE'}  i  t 

STANDATID 
DEVIATION 

(6) 

3 

1626 

100.00 > 

23 

107.6 

16.66 

•4.29 

1.42 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

1794 

100,00 

23  , 

106.6 

15.59 

6.12 

1.73 

7 

1703 

100.00 

10 

105.6 

14.35 

7.56 

2.03 

9 

_  i664 

90.56 

6 

106  •  5 



16.27 

9.08 

2.24 

17) 

3 

1626 

100.00 

23  . 

107.6  V 

16.66 

^4*46 

1.25 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

'5 

1794 

100.00 

"  23 

(, — T  

106.8 

15.59 

6.08 

*     li  53 

J        7  , 

1703. 

100.00 

10  ' 

105.8 

14.3$ 

7.57  , 

1.77 

9 

1664 

90.56 

6 

106.5 

16.27  : 

9.12 

2 .03 

iQ) 

3 

1628 

100.00 

23 

107.6 

16.66 

4.04 

IwOl  ^ 

MATHEMATICAL 

5 

^1794 

 ^  .1  : 

100*00 

23 

106.8 . 

15.59 

6.15 

\       2.46  k 

"  7 

1703 

100.00 

10 

•105.8 

14.35 

•7775 

1.67 

9 

1664 

90.56 

6 

i 

106.5 

 —  1 

16.27 

9.28 

1.97 

(9) 

3 

1628  ^ 

100.00 

 1 

: 

23  ; 

.107.6  { 

16.66 

3.90 

1.11 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

1794 

100.00 

106.8 

15.59 

5.78 

1.36 

7 

1703 

100.00 

1 

10 

105.8 

14.35 

7.48  . 

1.59 

* 

9  b 

1664 

90. $6 

6 

106.5 

16.27 

'8.92 

1.86 

3 

1626 

100.00 
* 

23 

107.6 

16.66 

3.97 

1.01 

^MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

-  5 

1794 

100.00 

23 

106.8 

,  15.59 

*  5.96 

1.3,4v 

7 

1703 

100.00 

10 

105.8 

'  14.35 

7  .-62 

1.54 

9 

1664 

90.56 

106.5 

16.2'7 

9.10 

1.82 

*  AS.  OP  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  HONGRADED  CLASSES. 

*♦  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

f  STANDARD  AGE,  SCORE   (SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY.  FnRM  r    tq71  PTiTTtnw 
THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  CROUP  W.R  GRADES  3,  5,  7,'anD  9  ARrioSrNATIQNAL  SD  -  16!  ^DTTION- 

S?i?L!f^i)(Jh^I!^^  DERIVED  FftOM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MEANS   IN  THE 

SkJu  2SeS.'°"  ^  '"^  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  517,  7.7,  ^li,  vARvJnG  SUGHt^^^^ 


(ATHOLTON  -  "SWANSFI ELD ) 


'  ■^'^^E  3.  .  SCHOOL^LEVEL-CDMMUNITY  AND  VuBLie  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


0 

-  r 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

/ 

/ 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

9 

GRADE  » 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(^)  ' 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDUr^ 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  MAHE- 

ZATION 
(1) 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 
(3) 

TEACHER! 
•(5)  .  J 

J^DMIN. 

TEACHERVADMIN, 
(7)  /I  (a) 

DEGREf 
OR  ABOVE 

:<9)  ] 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
($)  • 
(12) 

ATHOLTON 


BRYANT  WOODS 


CENTENNIAL  LANE 


CLARKSVILLE  ELEM 


ELKRIDOr 


FAULKNER  RIDGE 


GUILFORD 


H^MM'OND  EL£H 


LISBON 


'LONGFELLOW 


NORTHFIELD 


PHELPS  LUCK 


ROCKLAND 


RUNNING  BROOK 


ST  JOHNS  LANE 


*STEVEN»$  FOREST 


SWANSFIEU) 


K-5 


K-5 


K-5 


ELLIXOTT  CITY  ELRM  K-5 


K-5 


K-5 


^59  22.^  96.5  18,5  2,0 

450  20.5  96.6  20.0  2.0 

411  24.2  96.2  "^15.0  2^ 

554  21.7  96-1  23.5  /  2.0 


IVA      17.3      29.3          0.8  12.6  15680.0. 

7.9      IZ.Q      27.3          1.0  14.7  15218.0 

6.2      .15.0       29.4          4.1  12.3  14696.0 

1-2  ,       12.4  15301. Q 


9.5       15.8  27.5 


496       ^.1      9$.l  20.5/       1.0  8.7       32.0  23.3 


330  18,9  96*6  15^5  2.0 

336  2«.4~  95.4  ,;^4.0  1.0 

■  I 

^291  3?6.2  93,8  fl6.0  2.0 

447  21.0  96.5  19.3  2.0 

568  .   23.2  95^2  23,5  ,  1.0 

520  23.6  95,9  20,0  2,0 


K-5  ^         433        16,0     -  97.^  25,0 


K-5  578  23,6  96.6  22.5  2.0 

K-5  442  18.8  9\2  21.5  »  2.0 

*K-5  370  21.1  96.1  15.5  2.0 

K-5  569  23.2  96.2  22.5 

K-5  *  516  24.6  96.7  19,0 


2,0 


2.0 


K-5   '         444        21.1      95.7  19,0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


ERIC 
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4.6  11.7  11385,0 


10.2  23.5  17,1. 
9.7       24.0  40.0 


6-6            12.3  12264.0 

0.0            14.1  15293;0 

7.2       17.5       38.9          7.6            11,8  ^  11029,0 

9.9       14.1      28,2          6.0  12.3  13775.0 

10.1       11.0       24,5          9,1  12.0  11416,0 

7.7      14.0      27,3          0.0  14.8  15198.0 

6.5       25.0       22,2           3.2  12.3  14586.0 

5.7      15,5       18.4          1.5  12,6  13948.0 

7.7      13.7      19.1          12,8  12.1  1343«.b 

5.1  13.5      34,3          0,9  14,8  15198,0 

9-7      27.7       32,7         *4,6  12.4  '  15950.0- 

f 

3.6       11.0       23. •          2.6  12. r.  15668.0  t 

4.2  20.5       28.6  0.0  13,2      "  15421.0 


(ATHOLTON  - ^SWANSFIELD) 


HOWARD  COUiTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  4/   RELATION-OF  ACH.IEy€^1ENT^T0  MARVa^Arj^P  SKILL. 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVER^BAL  ABI LITY  STATISTICALLY  . 
CONTRQLLED+,  '  '  '     '  ' 

SKILL  *2^as  ;  

—  r-'r  V  , 

REAOIMG  COMPREHENSION  LANCHIAGE  TOTAI^ 


SCHOOL  UAME' 
AtHOLTON 

bRyanT  moo»:S 

Ct^NTENMlAL  LANL 
CLARKSVILLE  CLfiH 

EUKRIOftC 


VOCABULARY 
OKAOE  AVERAGE  AVFRAGE  MARY- 


SAS. 


5  Ul.9 


3  109,3 
5  iil.<» 

3  IIO.S 
IO6.6 


3  10^,9 

b  109.3 

3  102.7 

5  103,1 


GE  NORM 


ELLICOTT  CITY  tUEH      3  jOj'* 


U.UO 


<».3t». 
6.61 


4.  LB 
S.48 


4.06 
5.50 


3.56 
b.2I 


3.^0 
5,68 


4,29 
6«I6 


4,22 
A. 25 


5.77 


4.11 
5.98 


TAuLK>4r.rt  Rioa& 

QUlLFOoO 
HAHHONO  ELEH 
LISBON 
LOriOFELLO* 
NOUTMFIELU 
PHtLPS  LUC^ 

kucklamO 

0 

HUflNliiG  BHOOK 
ST  JOHtiS  LAtJE 
STEVEN'S  PORE  ST 

'  SWANSFIELU 


3  108,3  3t9J 
b    108,0  6rl^ 


5  98,7 
b  97,8 


4  108,1 

5  104,7 


3  96,5 
b  101,5 


^  112,1 
b  109,5 


i  109,3 
b  110,9 


5  109.3 
'5  109.6 


^  1U5.0 
b  103,8 


3  114,2 
5  102.8 


"3  11^.3 
5  108.1 


3  110,3 
b  106.3 


3^.00 
4.36 


4.27 
6.17 


3«8^ 
b.M 


4.63 
ff.67 


4.on 

6.37 


4.41 
5.99 


3.96 
&.A2 


4.67 
6.13 


4.28 
6.11 


4.21 
6.19 


ENCE 


♦  .12 

♦  .56 


-.01. 
♦  .21 


-,0!< 
-.40 


5  109.8  4^23 
5  ,  108,9  6,11 


3.70 
5,38 


3.78 
5,68 


4,1<« 
6.00 


3.'»7 

5.n3 


4.05 
5.61 


i».3A 
S.30 


4.30 
6.U 


4.13 
5.96 


3.86 
5.53 


.4.50 
5.70 


4.25 
5.92 


4.20 
5.81 


4.17 
6.00 


-.12 
-.17 


>.02 
♦  .00 


-.15 
♦  .19 


GE 


4,50 
6,35 


4.45 
6.74 


4,21 
5,9b 


4.01 
5,61 


3,56 
5,1b 


3.68 
5,72 


4,09 
5,96 


-.'♦7 

2.65 

-.67  • 

4,39 

♦  .22 

<»itS 

♦  .56 

5,69 

♦  .53 

3,86 

♦  .ai 

5.47 

♦  .25 

4,76 

♦  .53 

.6.72 

-.04 

4,00 

♦  «3? 

6.11 

♦  .28 

4.36 

♦  .01  . 

6.00 

♦  .10 

U.,03 

^.29 

5.Q8 

4:.l7 

4.38 

♦  .»*3 

5.72 

LAND, 
NORM 


4.38 
6.16 


4.29 
6.27 


4,26 
B.79 


4.18 
5.98 


3.77 
5.46 


3.85 
8.74 


4.21 
6.01 


5.53 
5.11 


4.13 
5.65 


r,E 


LAND..  .  ENCE 
NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAQE    MARY-  OTFFER 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


♦  .12  <»«f»5 
♦.19  6*30 


♦  .16 

♦  ,47 


-.07 
♦  .16 


-.17 
-.17 


-.21 
-.31 


♦  .03 

^^2 


4.74 
6.77 


4.U3 
6.10 


4a3A 
6.03 


3fn2 
5.1^ 


4.36 
A.f^4 


♦.It 

♦  .04 


4.72 
6.;^l 


.39  i.**7  »»tJ?9 
,37     rifltf  ^'76 


3.39 
5 


♦  .03 

♦  .19 


♦  .01 

♦  •38 


♦  •06 

♦  .U 


4.5^1 
6  ..07 


4.5^ 
6.15 


4.45 
6.17 


4.47 
6.15 


4.21 
6.08 


4.22 
.6.00 


3.93 
5.57 


4.60 
5.70 


4.33 
5.91 


♦  .28  ,»*»'>3 
♦,07  8^78 


4.68 
6.31 

-.03 
-.01 

4.20  " 
6.37 

4.2R 
6.33 

••06 

4.59 
6.26 

♦ .  in 
♦  .5? 

4.40 
6.<J9 

4.16  • 
6.29 

♦  •24 

♦  »60  • 

4 . 97 
5.95 

-.16 
♦  .15 

4. 00 
'  5.77 

4.20 
5.98 

-.20 
-•21 

4.49 
-  6.15 

-ai 
-.12 

3.87  . 
6.15 

4.12 
6. 17 

-•25  • 

M  ft? 

4.K 
5.63 

* 

-.19 
-.49 

3.38 
5.11 

"  3^77 
5.67 

-^39 

—  .  30  • 

*4.18 
5.67 

* 

♦  ,18* 
-.03 

u    ft  Y 

4  .  II J 

5.66 

3.83 
5.91 

♦  .20  / 

-.28  f 

,■  • « 

.4.51 
ft.  03 

-.37 
♦  .07 

3.90 
t.04 

(^.11 
6.07 

-.ii 

-.03 

\  3.68 
\  5.2* 

-.48 
-•66 

3t2l 
4.87 

3t58 
6.31 

^.38 
-.44 

4.45 
5t79^ 

♦  .27 

♦  .4O 

4.n9 
6.37 

«».07 
6.M3 

♦  .Ot 

♦  .B4  • 

3.75 
5.52 

♦  .54 

♦  .2if 

3.(»8 

5.^9 

3.(»6 
5.56 

♦  .Ot 
-.27 

4.76 
6.12 

♦  .17 

♦  .68 

4.49 
6.79 

4.30 
6.17 

^  * 

^►•^* 

-.21 
♦  .03 


♦  •00 


♦  .  10 

♦  .41 


-.22 
♦  .02 


4. 1(3 
6.49 


4.S4 
6.19 


4^'«3 
S.74 


4^67 
6.21 


♦•18  5.12 
♦•16  6«ft3 


4^26  .♦•26 
5.81  ♦.34 


4.25 
6.01 


♦  .20 

♦  .16 


4.S7 
^•Q7 


4.69 
6.^5 


6^24 


4.53 
6^13 


4^26 
5.73 


4^89 
5^66 


4^64 
6^08 


4^59 
5.95 


4^55 
6.^1 


♦Tola  3.88 

♦.25  6.05 


♦  .Ot 

♦  .06 


♦  .07 

♦  .01 


♦  •55 


4^19 
5^98 


3^94 
5.78 


4.35 
5.92 


♦•48  ^.^l 
.♦.55  6.27 


-.0? 
♦  .0? 


♦  .1(» 

♦  .24 


3.98 
5.95 


4.15 
6.25 


4^3 
6.26 


4^13 
6^15 


3.91 
5.76 


4«4l 
5.73 


4.25 
6.11 


4.20 
5.98 


4.16 
6. 14 


»25 
•21 


♦  •06 
-.17 


♦  •03 

♦  .OC 


-•06 
♦  .19 


♦  .16 

♦  •16 


•  22 
.03 


-.01 
♦  •11 


♦     SEE  CHAPTER  4^,  SECTION  4.1.2  POR  DEPINITIONS  OP  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  9P  ASTERISK  (♦) 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE**  SCORES. 
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tAIHOLTHN  -  SWANSFIELD) 

TABLE  5. 


.HOMARO  countv 
School  system 


REUTION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS.  BV  <;kti  i  " 


SCHOOL  NAME 


.  VOCABOLAHY    V  REAOINS  COMPREHENSION    "  UNGl/AGE  TOML        '       MATHEMATIGAL  tOTAL 

GRAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERA6F    WARY-      DIFFER-  *VERA«E    MiRV-      ntccPD  '  .ur-o    .  * 
LAND        ECCE  LAND        EnJ-f  ■  "^^I        ^hll^'*'  AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER- 


SAS 

.  LAND 

• 

** 

.  eg 
• 

NORM  ' 

atholtoh 

3 

'111.9 

4.40 

'  4.31 

& 

•  111.6. 

6.44 

6a6 

BRYANT  W00U5 

3 

109.3 

> 

4.34  • 

4.14 

5 

111,  4 

6^81 

6.15 

iCtNTENMlAL  LANt 

110.5 

4.18 

4*22 

\ 

5 

106.6 

5.98 

5«73 

CkARKSVILLE  EL£M 

3 

1  nn  a 

4.06 

•  4,11 

^  5 

ia9.3 

5^50 

.  5.97 

clkriugc 

3 

102.7 

3.58 

3.72 

5  • 

103.1 

5.21 

5.43 

ELLICOTT  CITY  ELEH 

3  , 

103,'6 

3.80 

J. 77 

ft 

5 

5.68 

&^>3 

,     FAUUNFM  HlDGb 

3 

1U8.3 

3*99 

«■  4.08 

b 

lon.o* 

6.19 

5.85  * 

'  OUlLFOnO 

3 

W,7 

^•00 

^.46 

5 

97. e 

4.36 

4.98 

•f.09 
4.28 


♦  .20 

♦  .66 


6C 


4.50 

6%  35 


4.45 
6.74 


-.04  4.21 
♦  .25  Vi.95 


-.05 
-•39 


-.)4 
-.2? 


♦  .03 
-.05 


-.OQ 


-.46 
-.62 


4.oT 
5.81 


3.56 
5.15 


3.88 
5.72 


4.09 
S.96 


2.65 
4.39 


HAHMONO  ELEH  • 

U5BOr'4 

LONeFg.LOw 

NOkTHFlEi-u 

PHELPS  LUC^ 
AOCKLAflb 
RUNNIN6  BROOK 

St  uoHHS  Lane 

STCVEft'S  FOREST, 
SWANSPI|:L0 


3  108.1 
5  i04.7 


J  96.5 
5  101.5 


3  llS.l 
fa  109.5 


i  109.3 
fa  110.9 


3  109.3 
5  109.6 


3  105.0 
fa  103.8 


3  114.2 
5  102.8 


3  111.3 

5  10H,i. 

3  110^3 


4.27 
6.17 


3.89 
5.51 


4.63 
6.67* 


4.08 
6.37 


4.41 
5.9q 


3.96 
5.82. 


4.67 
6.13 


4.28 
6.11 

4.21 

6.19 


3  109.5  7^4.23 
5    108.9  6.11 


4.06 
5;57 

♦  .21 

♦  .60 

4.25 

5,^69 

3.32 
5.30 

^  +.57 
♦  .21 

«  3.86 
5.47 

4.32 
5.98 

♦  .31 
».69 

4.75 
6.72 

.4.14 
6.10 

-.06 
•  ♦.27 

4. 00 
6.11 

4.14 
5.99 

♦  .27 

♦  .00 

4.36 
6.00 

3.86 
5.49 

♦  .10 

♦  .33 

4^.03 
5.98 

4.45 
5.41 

♦  .22 

♦  .72 

t , 

4^S^ 

4,2> 
5.86 

♦  .01 

♦  .29 

4.51 
6.07 

4.20 
5.71 

♦  .01 

♦.4n 

4.54 
^.15 

4.15 
5.93 

♦  .00 

♦  .18 

4.45 
6.17* 

LANO 
NORM 


4.39. 
6.17 


4.22 
6.16 


4.30 
5.77 


^  4.19 
5.99 


3.78 
5.49 


3.84 
5.76 


4.15 
5.88 


3.51 
5.06 


4.14 
5.62 


3.37 
5.36 


4.40 
6.00 


4.«2 
6.12 


♦.U 
♦  .18 


♦.23 
t.58 


-.09 
♦  .18 


-.48 
-.18 


-.22 
<»«34 


♦  .04 
-.04 


6E 


4.65: 
6.30, 


«l.74 
6.77 


4.43, 
6. to 


•*,:58 

3.02 
5.14 


4.  ^6 

5.  ^4 


LANO 
NORM 


ENCE 


6E 


LANO 
NORM 


EHCE 


-.06  4. in 
♦  .08.^^  6.10 


-.8(^  «  5.40  *  3.fl7 
-.67  *     4^60  5.25 


4.69 

6S30 

•♦.00 

4.20 
6.37 

•    4.28  * 
^.32 

-.  08  *• 
♦  .05 

4.53 
6.28 

♦  •21 

♦fci?49 

4.40 
6.89 

4.'l4 
6.31 

♦  .26 
♦.58 

4.60 
5.^2 

-.17 
♦  .18 

4.00 
5.77 

.  ^4.^1 
«  5.95 

-*21 
-.18 

4.50 
6.12^ 

-.1? 
-.00 

♦3.87 

6.15 

4.12 
6.15 

^.25  4^ 
♦  .00 

4.12 
5.65 

-.2t) 
-.51 

3.38 
5.11 

5.7a 
.  5.69 

-.40 
-.58  ♦ 

4.17 
5.91 

♦  .19 
-.07 

4.03 
5.66 

3.83* 
•5.94 

♦  •20 

4.47 
6.03 

^••■.07 

3.Q0 
6.04 

♦».t)9 
6.06 

^.19 
-.0^ 

♦.11 

♦  .49 
♦.11 

♦  .35 


-.22 
-.01 


4.22 

♦  .14 

6.01 

-.01 

3.93 

♦  .10 

5.!)4 

♦  .44 

a 

4.54  ♦ 

-.16 

5.>>6 

♦  .26 

4.35 

♦.16 

5.89 

♦  .18 

4.29 

♦  .25 

5.75  , 

♦  .40 

4.23 

♦  .22 

5.96 

♦  .21 

-.47 
-.65 


"  1;      *  fc. 


4.72 
6. {8 

>  4.45 
5.78 

♦  .P7 

♦  .50 

4.29 
5.76 

3.73 
^53 

♦  .56 
♦.23^ 

4.93 
6.78 

4.70 
^6.14 

♦  .23 

♦  .64 

4.53 
6.ift9 

4.53 
6.25 

♦  .00 

♦  .24 

1.54 
6.19 

4.53 
6.15 

•  ♦.Ol 
♦  .04 

1 

4.26 
S.T^l 

♦  .07 

♦  .03 

4.67 
6.21 

4%83 
5.63 

-•16. 
♦  .58 

5.12 
6.63 

4.65  ; 
6.03 

♦  .4t 

♦  .60 

4.f^7 
5.97 

4.59 
5.90 

♦  .07 

4.69 

4.54 
6.09 

♦  •IS 

♦  •26. 

ASTERISK 

(«) 

3.21 
4.87 


4.ng 
6.37 


3.40 
5.20 


4.49 
6.79 


J.  56] 
5.30 


4.08 
5.81 


^.4i» 
5.57 


4.29 
6.17 


-.35 
-.43  , 


♦.01 
♦  .56  ♦ 


♦  •04 
-••28 


♦.20 
♦•62  ♦ 


3.8fl 

6.05 

4.U 
6.27 

-•26 
-•22 

4.19 
5.98 

^  4.li» 
6.17 

♦.o« 

-•19 

3. ''4 
5.78 

3.91 
5.74 

♦•03 
♦•04 

4.35 
5.92 

4^41 
5.67 

-.06  - 
♦  .25 

4^4J 
6.27 

4.28 
6.06  . 

♦•16 
♦.21 

3^98 
5.95 

4.20 
5^93 

-.22 
♦  .02 

4.15 
6*25 

f 

4^15 
6^12 

♦•00" 
♦  •13 

307 
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tTALBOTT  SPRINGS  -  WILDE  LAKE) 


TABLE  3. 


Don??|-c!:^^^'-""^°^^^^^^'^Y  '^ND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
r HOP  I  LE^f  • 


o 

— — ' — 1  

\  V  • 

PERCElJ^ 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(41 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

n  c  n  f*  ciu  T 
r t RLcN  T 

STAFF  » 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
UK  AjSUVc 

(9) 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
d) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2)  . 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF  ' 
R^T  1 0 
(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
'  DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN  \ 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

TP ATMPD 

(5), 

*ADM  IN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

admiTj. 
(r) 

INCOME 
($) 
(12) 

,     TALBOTT  SPRINGS 

K-5 

336 

19.8 

94.8 

15.0 

2.0 

2.6 

10.5 

171.6 

1.^ 
• 

12.6 

14338.0 

THUNDER  HILL 

K-5 

340 

23.51 

- 

97.1 

21.0 

2.0 

• 

13.0 

1.5 

12.6  . 

0 

13948.0 

^WATERLOO  V 

K-5  . 

338 

17.8 

95.0 

17.0 

2.0 

7.7 

15,3 

21.1 

4.7 

3.2.1 

- 

12650.0 

WEST  FRIENDSHIP 

X-5 

599 

23.0 

95.5 
w 

24.0 
19 .  5^ 

o 

2.0 

7.8 

15.3 

28.8 

5.2 

12.1 

1^^79.0 

WHISKEY  BOTTOM  RD 

>• 

K-5 

A  54 

21.1 

94.5 

2  . 0 

7.1 

13.5 

2  3*3 

8.8 

11.7  , 

10347. 0 

0 

,            CLARKSVILLE  MIDDLE 

6-8 

393 

16.4 

96.3 

22.0 

2.0 

10.5 

20.0 

37.5 

A 

0.8 

15387.0 

DUNLOGGIN  MIDDLE 

442 

18.4 

97.0 

22. 0# 

2.0 

5.4 

18.7 

33.3 

3.4 

12.3 

14690.0 

eLLlCDTT  CITY  MID 

507  t 
» 

18.2 

95.5 

25.9 

2  .P 

9.5 

22.5 

28.7 

6.2 

12.3 

12  706. a 

GLENWOOD  MIDDLE 

6«-8 

705 

21.4 

95.0 

31.0 

2.0 

8.3 

12.0 

24.2 

7.2 

,  I?.- 1 

12348.0 

HAMMOND  MIDDLE 

6-8 

28.0 

2.0  ^ 

11.3 

23.3 

5.5 

542 

18.1 

94.7 

5.1 

12.3 

12767.0 

HARPERS  CHOICE  MID 
•OAKLAND  MIliXmID 

6-8 
6—8 

415 
5  /9 

17.3 
19 . 3 

95.1 
96 . 5 

22.0 
2  B .  0 

2.0 
2.0' 

■    6.8  * 
7.2 

22.5 
21.5 

25.0 
33.  3 

0.9* 

1.3    ,  , 

*14.4 
12.5 

15259.0  r 
14726.0 

PATAPSCO  MIDDLE 

6-8 

590 

17.9 

96.7 

31.0 

2.0 

1 

7.2 

13.0 

30.^ 

'7.7 

12.3 

14856^0 

WATERLOO  MIDDLE 

ft  -n 

'  ^40 

20.0  . 

93.5 

30.0 

2.0 

0 

7.6 

16.6 

37.5 

5.3  ♦ 

11.8 

113^0.0 

WiLDE  LAKE  MIDDLE 

6-0 

< 

476  . 

19.0 

95.0 

23.0 

2.0 

5.^ 

22.5 

20.0 

1.2 

13.4 

i 

19220. a 

ATHOLTON  HIGH 

9-12 

1U90 

21.6 

93.3 

47.5 

3.0 

:  8.8 

15.2 

A 

39.6 

6.0 

■9 

•12.2 

1^813.0 

GLENELG  HIGH 

9-12 

09B 

20.2 

93.6 

41.5 

3.0 

11.1 

15.8 

40.4 

7.0  ^ 

12.1 

12563.0 

HOWARD  Hlt^H 
r 

9-12 

1335 

21.2  c 

91.6 

60.0 

3.0 

11.7 

15.0 

39.7 

5.9  • 

12  !l 

118814^ 

j                MT  HEBRON 

9-12 

1263 

93/4 

54.3 

2.0 

14.0 

46*1 

7.1 

i2i3 

l>t810.0 

OAKLAND  MILLS  HIGH 

9-12 

';86 

16.2 

92.8 

27.0 

3.0 

8.2 

17.2 

46.7 

0.7  *12.7 

15139'.0 

WiLDE  LAKE  HIGH 

9-12 

1105 

19.7 

95-2. 

.53.1 

3.0 

6.5 

14.8 

31.2 

2.2 

0 

13.4 

15079.0 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FO*  DEFINITION  OF  TEH^»S. 
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(TALWf  SFR.IMRS  -  WILDE  LAKE) 


HO*AKU  COU  .TY 
SCHOOL  iYbfEM 


TABLE  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


RfADlMC,  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL' 


VOCAIIULAHY 


,C.,««L  -UHE       .  GHAUL  AVEKAGE  AV^PAG.    HARV-      OirPr..-  AVERAGE    MART-      O^ER-  AVEoAGE    HA«T,   •  n,..rR.  AVERAGE    ^ART-  n-FPr.- 


TMUNUL*^  HILL 

WA  rtHLOO 

rttliT  FPlEU-iSHll* 

WHISKEY  lOTTOH  HD 


5     10'^.  1 


3  ll'*.^' 
b  "  110,5 


^  103,6 
b  103,7 


3  100,0 


^3  101.5 
b     102, U 


CLAHHbVtLLr.  MILOLE  7  107.2 

UOiiLObOlN   'lOJLE  7  10n,0. 

ELLlCOTt  CITY    1X0  7  106,9 

GLLNwOOU  MIUOLL  f  10'»,0 

HAMM0.'4n  MI^OLc.  7  lu3,7 

\HA>PEMS  CHJlCt  MiO  7  107, ft 

/  OAKLAli*^  HI»-LS  ^ir  7  io».e 

P/rrAPaCO  MlUOLu  •  ^ 

WAIEHLOO^MIDOLL  7  100,1 

WILDE  LliKE  MIDDLE  7  107',7 

ATmOLT«W  IUGH  9  102.9 

GLcNELG  Ml^H      ,  9  1Q7,2 

HO*AHU  HlOrt             ^  <)  10'»,B 

HEUnON  ' 

0AKL4Nl>WIi.LS  »HGH  9  107,3 

WILDE  LAKE  HIGH  ^ 


GE 


3,00 
b,fll 


U,U3 
6,27 


<»,nu 
b.  13 


U,  10 
b,*J9 


3.  in 
b.2^ 


7.QH 

o.nn 

7.U9 
7.21 
7.62 
7.B6 
7.01 
7.57 
6.77 
B.OO 
8^77 
9.U 
«.73 
,  9.73 

9.7-7 


LANT 

UORM 


5.69  4.19 
b.6«^v  ♦.IS 


•♦.•♦3 
6.02 


^.76 
S.bO 


M.02 
'j.73 


3.6? 
S.30 


♦  .25 


♦  b26 
-,37 


♦  «26 


,06 


♦  .>5 
*«06 
-,04 


7,67 
7,73 
7,5b 

7,»*> 
7.2-f 
7,63 
7.01 

1 

7.62 
•    6. A3 
.  7.61 
n,76 
0,15 

n,nfi 

,9,32 
04**7,  ♦,30 


♦  .an 

-,06 

♦  .^9 

♦  .01 
-.01 

♦  .35 

♦  .13 


CE 


3,77 
5,B3 


U,57 
6,39 


3,9U 
5,09 


U,3Q; 
&M2 


3,20 
5,2b 


7,6U 

7,97 

7, US 

7,25 

7,57  ^ 

7,63  / 

7,83 

7,5b 

6,^6 

7,8B 

8,62 

9,22 

8,80 

9,57 


4 

9,31 


LAttg 

NOR^^. 


3*73 
5.70 


U.b5 
6.06 


5.55 


U.12 
5.00 


3.70 
5. MO 


7.63 

7-1 09 
7.bU 
>  7.^6 


♦  .13 


♦  .02 

♦  .33 


,  ^.06 
-.^U6 


♦  .18 

♦  .32 


94U8 


7.^5 
7.59 
7.76 
.  7.b8' 

6.87 

o  ^ 
7.56 

6.54 

o 

9.03 
8.7U 
9.22  I 
9.09 
9.21 


.50 
.15 


-.0^ 

♦  .28 
-.09 

-.01 

♦  .3tl 


♦  .Od 

♦  .07 
-.03 

-.61 

o 

♦  «32 

♦  .08 
4.19 

♦  .06 

1 

♦  .35 

♦  422 

♦  ^27 


GE 


3.ne 
5.nl 


«».«9^ 
6.50 


«i.t2 


U.96 
6.<;l 


•3.M5 
•S.U6 


7.83 

8. 18 

7.UU 
7.^2 
7.'«6 
7.«0 
7.A9 
7.01 
6.73 

7.  ^8 

8.  *6, 
O.09 

q.rvu 

q^UO 
9/33 
0.^6 


LAND  FNCE 
NORM 


<».06 
b.83 


U.85 
6.19 


U.18 

5.70 


5.9U 


'M.Q5 
5.55 


7,6y 

7.5*» 

7.30 

7.28 

7.57- 

7.77 

7.63 

6*96 

7.51 

0.63 

8.99 


-.08 
♦  .08 


-.26 
♦  .31 


♦  .16 
-.58 


♦  .52 

♦  .57 


GE 


3.6U 
.5.87. 


6.38 


3.83 

.5.16 


u.^1 
6.'*2 


.60  •  S.33 
,0°  5.07 


♦  .15 

♦  .'u7 
-.10 

♦  .0? 

♦  .08 

♦  .23 
-.08 


7.95 
7.7b 
7.62 

7.59 
7.53 
7.7V 
7.70 


n,7u  ^>.3n 

9.20  ^420 
9.12 
9.21 


♦.28  ^  7.73 
-.23     &  7.05 

♦  .3»i  J.7K 
-.07  8.77 

♦  blO''      9.38  ^ 
8.7^ 
9.58 

♦421  ^.22 
♦.15  9.03 


4  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEF IN  IT  IONS  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  {*) 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.    .  > 


LAMO 
NORM 

3.7U 
5.'S7 


M  ,U0 
6,21 


3,83 
5.7U 


(I.05 
5.97 


3.70 
5.59 


7,9n 
7.95 

7,77 

7.50 

7, '♦7 

7,68 

8,00 

7.85 

7.U 

7,63 

8.81 

0.26 

8498 

9. US 

9,33 

q,U4 

1 


-.10 
♦  ,00 


-.26 
♦.17 


♦  ,00 
-.58 


♦  •06 

♦  .H5 


-.37 
-.52 


♦  ,05 
-.20 
-.15 

♦  .09 

♦  •06 

♦  ,05 
-.30 
-•12' 
-•09 

♦  •15 

-.0* 

'  .4 

♦•12 
*  -^22 

♦  •13 
-.11 
-.41 
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homArp  couinv 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 

TALBOTT  SPrtlNGS 

THufJUtR  HILL 

ifAfEHLOO 

WLST  FPlt^.jSHIP 

MHISKEV  IDTTDH  RD 


TABLE  5*     RELATION  OP  A^CHI  EVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCAHLH.ARY 


RE^DINO  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGt    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      niF^prD  .ur. 

LAND        EnCE  LAND        EnCF        *VJ:RA»E    MaRY-      glFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER. 

NORM 


SAS 


3  101,5 
5  105,1 


3  11M,6 
5  110.5 


3  103-.6' 
b  103.»7 


3  109,0 
b    107, M 


3  101,5 
b    102, M 


GE 


3,00 
5.01 


6.^7 


5.13 


5.99 


3.10 
5.2M 


CLARKSVrLLt.  MILDLt:  7  107,2 

DUJK.OGGIN  -1ID0LE  7  iQR.O 

ELlICOTT  city  kIO  7  106..9 

GLtNmooO  MIDDLE  7  lOM.O 

HAmMOMO  Mlt^DLE  7  103,7 

MAHPjEf«r,  CHOICE  MtD  7  io7,0 

OAKLAf^  MILL*;  MIO  7  10B,8 

PATAPSCO  HiODLL 

WATERLOO  MlOOLt 

wilde  lake  hiddlg 
aTholtcn  high 

Gi.e,N£LG  HiuH 

HOwARu  HIGH 
MT  HCONON 

OAKLAfin  MILLS  HIGH  107.3 
WILDE  LAKE  HIGH  9  lOB.a 


7  106,0 

7  10^,1 

T  107, 7" 

^  102,9 

V  107,2 

9  1O«»,0 
100,3 


7.90 
.  6.1^0 

7.M9 
.  7.21 

<7,A6 
7,91 
7,57 
6.77 
0.00 
0.77 

9.m 
a.  73 
9.73 
9;i»5 
9.77 


3.6<< 
5.60 


ft. ^07 


3.77 
5.40 


M.06 
5.00 


3.6M 
•).37 


♦  .2M 
4.21 


.05 
.20 


♦  .27 
-.35 


.00 
.19 


-.M6 
-.13 


7.61 
7.69 
7,57 
7.25 
7.22 
7,67 
7,70 


♦  .37 

♦  .30 
..OA 
-.OM 

♦  .10 

♦  .13 
7.56   V  4,01 

.  03  Ofi 

7.66^  ♦,3M 

'^.70  ♦,07 

*».'19  .,05 

0.91  -,1/1 


0,31 
0.20 
9.37 


♦  .MP 

♦  .?5 

♦  .40 


6E 


3,77 
5,03 


<l,57 
6,39 


3,90 
5,09 


«l,30 
6,12 


3,20 
5,25 


7,60 

7,97 

"  7,i»5 

7,25 

7,57 

7,63 

7,03 

7,55 

6,06 

7.04 

0.62 

9,22 

8.00 
9.57 

9.31 

9.i»0 


LAND 
NORM 


3.70 
5.65 


0.5  7 
6.09 


3.011 
5.b<> 


4.83 


3.70 
5.M3 


7.50 

7.66 

7.55 

7.26 

•  7.^3 

7.tJ* 

7.7*» 

7.5* 

6.67 

7.63 

0.5* 

9.05 

0.77 
9.10 

9.06 

9.2« 


ENCE 


♦  .07 

♦  •10 


♦  .00 

♦  .'^0 


•  06 

•  M5 


♦  .17 

♦  .29 


-.50 
-•U 


♦  .02 

♦  .31 
-.10 
-.01 

♦  .3M 
-.01 


GE 


3.90 
5.01 


M.59 
6.50 


5.12 


•♦'.96 
6.51 


3.45 
5.M6 


7.03 
0.10 
7.1m 
7.. ^2 
7.56 
7.00 


♦.09  *  7.69 
♦  .01  7.01. 


-.01 

♦  .25 

♦  .00 

♦  .17 

♦  .03 

♦  .39 

♦  .25 

♦  .24 


6.73 

0.«;6 

9.09 

O.OM 
0.40 

0..^3 

9.36 


LAND 
NORM 


^.04 
5.81 


<««06 
6.22 


4.17 
5.70 


M.45 
5.90 


M.04 
5.60 


7.59 

7.66 

7.57 

7.31 

7jj'20 

7.6*1 

7.73' 

7.56 

6.96 

7.6«» 

0.60 

9.02  , 

0.70 
^.13  ' 

9.03 

9.10 


ENCE 


-.06 
♦  .10 


-.27 

♦  .pa"^ 


♦  .17 
-.50 


♦  .51 

♦  .53 


-.50 
-.14 


6F 


3. 64 
5.07 


4.14 
6.30 


3.03 
5.16 


4.11 
6.42 


3.33 
5.07 


♦  .24 

♦  .5? 
-.13 

♦  .01 

♦  .00*^ 

-.04 

♦  .35 
-.?3  . 

♦  .24 
-.04 
4.07 

♦  .26 
+  .27 

♦  .30  ' 

♦  .10 


7.06 

7.75 

7.62 

7.59 

7.53 

7.73 

7.70 

7^.73 

7.05 

7.70 

0.77 

9.30 

0.76 
9.5a 

9.^2 

9.03 


LANO 
NORM 


3.7i 
5.04 


4.43 
6.24 


3.03 
5.74 


4,07 
6.01 


3.>1 
5,64 


E^ICE 


-.07 
♦  .03 


-.29 
♦  .14 


♦  .00 

-.5a  • 


♦  .04 
♦.41 


-.30 

-.57  • 


7.02 

7.09 

7.79 

7.52 

7,49 

7»07 

7,97 

7,70 

7.^6 

7.07 

0.01 

9.20 

9,02 
9.40 

9,29 

9.45 


♦  .13 
-.14 
-.17 

♦  .07 
4^.04 
-.14 
-.27 
-.05 
-.11 
-.09 
-.OH 

♦  .10 

-.26 

♦  .10 

-.07 
-.42 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUN TAB ILTY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.15  KENT  COUNTY 

school  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A  General.     Having  now.  completed  the  first  year  of  Maryland  s 

Accountability  Assessment  program,  the  citizens  of  Kent  County  have 
many  reasons  to  be  pleased  with  the  testing  information.     During  the 
past  several  years  many  of  the'  instructional  programs  have  been 
revamped  and  improved,  and  it  is  apparent  that  our  students  are 
profiting  from  these  changes.     Students  m  ^very  grade  and  school 
tested  did  very  well  when  compared  to  other-  students  with  similar 
ability  throughout  the  State.     It  is  extremely  Pf^ifying  to  note 
these  high  scores,  especially  in  reading  comprehehsion  and  other 
communication  skills.     Looking  at  all  Kent  County  Schools,  reading 
comprehension,   language  and  vocabulary  scores  show  an  aY^^^?!^°^^,  * 
from  one-half  to  one  grade  level  above  similar  schools  m  Maryland. 
Mathematics  scores  range  from  being  at  graxle  level,  >as  expected,  to 
more  than  one-half  grade  level  above  the  average  of  similar  schools 
in  the  State. 


Although  today's  modern  school  system  is  asked. to  tea9h 
many  areas  outside  of  the  basic  skills,  in  Kent  County. there  is  an  . 
obvious  continued  stress  on  the  fundamentals  of  reading,  writing  ^ 
and  mathematics.    These  basic  skills  ate  measured  by  the  1°];;,^ J^^ts  ^ 
of  Basic  Skills.     Reading,  as  one  of  the  most  important  communication 
skills,  is  taught  through  the  use  of  three, dif ferent  basal  reader 
programs.     We  use  different  programs  for  various  types  of  learners. 
For  example, ^the  Harper  and  Row  Publisher's  Design  for  Reading,  program 
relates  reading  to  mathematics,  science  and  soc4aJ. . studios  for 
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children,  who  are  having  .difficulty  with  this  skill.    This  is 
done  to  interest  students  and  provide  a  stimulation  to  wai=re~^ 
read.    This  program,  as  in  the  other  reading  programs  of  Kent 
county,  expands  the  student's  vocabulary  with  words  and. under- 
standings needed  to  be  succ<5Ssful  in  normal  living.     Many  students 
learn  to  read  more  effectively  through  the  use  of  the  sounds  of 
.the  language.   "All  of „  our  reading  programs  emphasize  phonics  skills 
as  well  as  other  approaches.    Reading  is  taught  formally  as  a  separate 
sub3ect  through  the  elementary  and  middle  school  grades.  Many 
■students  continue  to  receive  daily  reading  instruction  through 
the  tenth  grade;  plans  are  underway  to  continue  to  emphasize  this  \( 
■  skill  development  through  high  school  for  those  'students  who  Wed  '5^. 

A  signifipant  part  of  each  Kent  County  student 'a  day. is 
spent  in  learning  how  to  write,  spell,  punctuate  and  use  our 
language.     Several  -excellent  programs  have  been  adopted,-  all  of 
which  have  contributed  to  the  fine  scores 'ear^ied  in  the  Language 
section  9f  the  Iowa  Test.     The  spelling  program,  for  example, 
provides  all  students  with  one  thousand  essential  words,  while 
more  able  students  will  be'  able  to  spell  in  excess  of  five  thpti^and 
words  before  completing  the  'eighth  grade.  ,  ^ 


One  of  the  criticisms  heard  of  many  school  systeil/s  is 
that  they  are  not  teaching  enough  addition,  subtractiorx^  tfiVision, 
and  multiplication  basics.     Many  feel  that  "modern  math"  may  not 
be  supplying  boys  and  girls  with  these  fundamental  skills  so 
necfessary.in  life.     To  meet  this  challenge,  Kent  County  has  recently 
adopted  t^e  Holt  *School  Mathematics  program.     This  program  focuses 
on  the  student's  mastery  of  basic -addition,  subtraction,  division, 
and  multiplication,  skills.     Word  problems  and  solution  skills  are 
emphasized  at  every , grade^ level .     Sufficient  advanced  and  independent 
work  IS  also  available  in  the  series  to  stimulate  even  the  most  rapid 
learners.     Perhaps,  most  important  of  all,   the  textbooks  are  organized 
'so  that  each  student  may  progress  at  his  own  pace. 

The  teadhing  staff  is  optimistic  that' these  programs, 
and  others  not  mentioned,  will  provide  students  with  a  strong 
educational  background.     We  intend  to  continue  to  seek  better 
programs  and  teaching  methods,  with  the  knowledge  thaf  the  citizens 
of  Kent  County  want  the  finest  quality  of  education. 

The  staff .  of  each  individual  school  is  now  busy 
re-examining  the  educational  objectives  they  feel  are  needed  to 
assure  that  students-  learn  all  necessary  skills.     Teachers  must 
be  able  to  measure  whether  these  objectives  have  been  reached  so 
that  curriculum  improvements  can  continue  to  be  made.     This  is 
proving  to  be  an  exciting  activity  because  it/requires  that 
teachers  ask  first  what  is  the  essential  lear/iing  that  students 
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need  to'master^-^  Then  they  must  proceed  with  the  development 
of  appropriai^ Dbjectives.     These  objectives  will  include 
practicalka.owledge  a§  well  as  traditional  formal  learning.  . 
For  example?  elementary  schools  have  included  the  need  for  a 
iourirg?ad;  student,  when  seeing  ten  different  directional 
signs,  to  be  able  to  show  that  he  understands  all  of  them. 
Given  the  price  of  similar  consumer  products,  a  fifth  grade  ^ 
student  should  be  able  to  fill  out  an  income  tax  form  . 
•accurately,  legibly  and  with  appropriate  i'?^ /^^^^ 
are  many  Sther  examples  of  important  practical  Ij^J^J^^.^^^^ 
schools  must' .teach.     We  feel  that  this  P^°?^=^  °f 
will  help  to  n*ake  our  curriculum- mpre  meaningful  students 
aid  extend  it  far  beyond  those  skills  measured  by  the  Maryland 
Assessment  Program.  „ 

B  Kent  County  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 

State-wide  Goals  in  Reading,  Writing  and  Mathematics,  adopted 
by  the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education",  Kent  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals i 

In  Reading,  each  student  should  be  able. to: 

l.A.  Identify  persbnal  purposes  for  using  print 
and  nonprint  materials. 

1.  E.  Select  from'  a'wide  variety  of  available  print 

4  and  nonprint  materials  those  which  are  suitable 

both  in' content  and  level  of  difficulty. 

\  2. A.  Demonstrate  that  a  word  recognition>  system 

has  been  mastered. 

2.  B.  Pronounce  words  instantly  and  to  identify  their  ; 

appropriate  meanings. 

3.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  comprehend  appropriate 

readying  materials.       '        ,  ' 

3.  B.  Ask-  appropriate  questions  aboQt  the  content  being 

discussed  or  read  and  to  find  reasonable  answers 
based  on  his  knowledge  and  experience. 

4.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  follow  directiofts- 
4.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  locate  references. 
4.C.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  obtain  information. 

V. 

"    4. D.  Understand  .and  utilize  appropriate  forms. 
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4.  E.  DemcJnstrate  the  ability  to  utilize  print 

and  nonprint  materials"  for  persdnal^,.  reading 
habi-t  development.  -t;*^ 

5.  Demonstrate  an  interest  in  red-di'ng  a  variety 
of  materials  for  personal  enjoyment  and 
knowlMge. 

In  Writing,- each  student  should  be  able  to: 

l.A.  Record  his  own  thoughts  and  feelings- so  that 
-he  can  understand  and  usje  wh^t  he  has  written. 

1.  B.  Oommunicate  his  thought's  and  f.eelings  to  others 

in  writing,  observing  accepted  conventions  of 
writing.  , 

2.  A.  Use  the  writing  proceSs^to  respond  to  the'    ■  ' 

obligations  and  demands  of  soci-ety  in  vocational 
and  business  "situations,  observing  accepted 
conveivj^ions  of  writing.  p 
>    ■  -  . 

2.B.   Use  the  writing  process  to  respond  to  the 

obligations  and  demands  of  societ;y  in  scholastic 
situations,  observing  accepted  conventions  6f 
writing.  / 

j> 

2.C.   Use  the  writing  process  to  respond  to  the 

obligations-  and  demands  of  society  in  a  social 
situation,  observing  accepted  conventions  of  writing. 


3. 


Value  his  writing  according  to  the  extent.it 
meets  personal,  social,  businesss^  vocational  and 
scholastic  needs.  .^^^""^ 


In  Mathematics,  each  student  should.be  able  to: 
'  1,A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  count. 

l.B.   Identify  mathematical  symbols  and  to  recall 
mathematical  facts  and  definitions. 

1.  e.   Identify  and  to.  describe  somii  of  the  common 

gecanetric  shapes. 

2..A.  Perform  the  basic  operations  of  addition, 
subtraction,:  multiplication  and  division. 

•2.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  solve  simple  eouations 
and  inequalities.  '.  '    '  ' 

2.  C.  Unders-tand  the  concept  of  measurement  and  to  use 

basic    moXcn  r- -i  t"i«    Ar\i-t^  ^fr,  H 


\ 
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3. A.  Understand  the  coiipepts  and  oper^tipns  of  •  -  , 
^     whole  numbers,  fractions,  and  decimals.  . 

3.B.  Understand  and  usevthe  ddftcei|t  of  percents, 
ratios  and  proportions.  ■ 

B.C.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  concepts. 
.    associated  with  the  use' of  graphs,  charts  and 
tables.  "  "  ' 

3.  D.  Demonstrate^ an  understanding  of  mathematical 

concepts  and  processes,  by  translating  from 
words  to- mathematical  "s.ymbo Is  and  from  mathe- 
matical symbols  to  words. 

.  ■'  ,   '  '■'''>..''■ 

4.  Dj^monstrate  the  skills,^  knowledge  apd  logic 
jeded  to  solve  problems.  ,  _ 

5.  A.  Recognize  the  existence  of  a, problem  and  to 
fMid  a  solution. 


5.  B.  Un<Jer stand  and  use  the  current  system^  of  . 

measurement.  v.  , 

6.  A.  Recognize  the  contributions  that  inathematics 

has  made  to  the  progress  of  civilization. 

6.B.  Recognize  the  importance  of  matheigiatics  in 
daily  life.  - 

6.C.  Participate  in  the  learning  of  mathematics  - 
beyond  that  which  is  merely  required .  ; 
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TABLE  1.  '     COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


If 


*•    COMMUNITY  CHARACTFRTSTtr*; 


11) 

C^) 

(3)  ' 

'■/•■-  ■  .  ■  ■■  -  • 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

MEDIAN  , 
FAMILY  * 
INCOME 

'PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED- 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHI-LDREN 

16,146 

$7t636 

.    ^  '  30*0 

(4)' 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
.    ^    MAi.ES  25  YEARS 
-      01=  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

J5.>  < 
EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEAftS 
\     OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
^  tMEDIAN  SCHOdl^  YEARS) 

10.0 

^  11*1 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTlr.5v    US  nP  5;fPTFMTicd^  1973, 


(11) 

V 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  A90VE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF  5t 
RATIO 

(13) 

^'ERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

14.2  ' 

18.5 

— « — 

93.0 


FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTTrs  (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(18) 

.      PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  Td 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  (DFFICE) 

0  (19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 

PUPIL  Personnel 

SERVICES 

2.2 

$10.52 

l.V 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(10) 

TOTAL- 
'  SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

y 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
4  TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

3»815 

$9,501  - 

$15,955 

9.3 

'  18.9 

(14) 

.  TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

 '  H-  

(16) 

percent' 
expenses 
allotted  to 
instruction 

(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
AD>1tNlSTRATIVe 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS    -  ^ 

« 

-  $973.33 

$696.00 

71.8 

.  $21.24 

ERIC 
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OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TAfiLE. 


kent  .county 
Table  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAcfe  STANUARD  AGE  SCD^E)t 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACfllEVEHENT  {GRADE  EQUIVALENCE ) , 
BY  SKILL  IREAS  . 


.  SKILL 
^  AREAS 


(1) 


GRAPE 


(2) 


NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED**' 


(4) 


*NUMBER  OF;, 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AG£ 
SCORE 
(SAS)t 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD)  . 


(t) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
(6E)tf 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIAflON 
CSD) 


tl). 
VOCABUL^RY 


(2) 


READING 
COMPRE- 
i^ENSION 


t3l 


SPELLING, 


(4) 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


259 


92.28 . 


96.5 


16  .^^ 


4.00 


316 


95.25- 


312 


96,^7 


99,1 


16.11 


5.31 


95.2 


^  15.99 


7.73 


331 


78.55 


99,0 


15.61 


8.84 


259 


92.28 


96.5 


316 


95.25 


312 


96.47 


331' 


78.55 


^59 


92.28 


3 


99.1 


95.2 


316 


95.25 


312 


9.6.47 


331 


78.55 


259 


92.28 


316 


312 


331 


95.25 


96.47 


78.55 


3  , 


99.0 


16.64 


4.08 


16.11 


1&.99 


15#61 


5.26 


7.38 


8.39  , 


96.5 


99.1 


95.2 


99.0 


96.5 


99*1 


*^5-.2 


99.0 


16.64 


16.11^ 


15.99 


15.61 


16.64 


16,11 


15.99 


15.61 


4,48 


5»80 


8.04 


8.96 


4.50 


6.12 


8.30 


8,58 


1.12. 


1.5^ 


3,.  74 


2.05 


1.20 


1.34 


1.  46 


1.76 


1.22 


1.62  i> 


1.78 


2.Qj^ 


1.26 


1.62 


1.82 


2.26 


PUNCTUATION 


259 


92.28 


96.5 


16«64 


4.do 


316 


95.25 


99.1 


16.11 


5^78 


312 


96.47 


95,2 


15.99 


T*92 


331 


78.55 


99.0 


15.61 


8.54 


1.33 


1.5^  ' 


1.75 


2.27 


AS  OF  9/30/731  ADJUSTED  TO  JNCLUDE  NONGRAD^D  CLASSES*  ?J 
*  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRINp.  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  '  , 
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KEj^T  COUNTY 
' TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE;), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
■■  ■  <  BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


♦ 

.  SKILL 

AO  P  AC 

GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OP 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ♦ 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCriOOLS 
TESTED 

(5)" 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

•  (7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUlVAL^IiCE 
(GE)  tt 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(6). 

3 

259' 

92^28 

96 . 5 

16.64 

4.04 

1.36 

'  LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

316 

i> 

9  5  •  2  5 

3 

99.1 

16.11 

5.34 

1.71 

0 

7 

0 

312 

96  47 

3 

95.2 

15.99 

7.88 

1.85 

9 

331 

711  cc 

1 

99»0 

15.61 

8«42 

2.38 

(7) 

3 

259 

92  •28 

5 

96.5 

16.64 

4.45^ 

1.14 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

316 

95  .25 

'  3 

99.1 

16.11 

5.76 

1.41 

7  ■ 

312 

96.47 

I 

"  95.2 

15.99. 

8.03 

1.5^ 

9 

331 

78.55 

.1 

99.0 

15.61 

8.62 

1.92 

(8) 

3 

259* 

92.28 

,  5 

96 . 5 

16.64 

3.8*5 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

316 

95.25 

 I  1 

99.1 

16.11 

5.45 

1.33 

7 

,312 

96.47 

3 

95.2 

15.99 

7.17 

1.46 

9 

331 

78.55 

1 

1  , 

 1 

99.0 

15.61  ' 

8.50 

1.80 

3 

£  37 

92  .28 

^    '  i 

96.5  j 

16.64  * 

3.73 

.98 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROaLCMS  • 

5 

316 

95*25 

3 

99 . 1  j 

16 . 11 

!5.26 

1.26 

7 

312 

96.47 

3  1 

^5.2 

15.99' 

7.27 

1.53 

d 

331 

78.55 

! 

99.0 

15 . 61 

8.56 

1.66 

(10) 

3 

259 

92.2i8 

! 

96.5 

16.64 

3^79 

.89 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

316  . 

95.25 

3 

99.1 

16.  if 

5.36 

1.21 

7 

312 

96.47 

3 

95.2 

15.99 

7.22 

1.38 

9 

331 

78.55 

1  . 

99 '.0 

— 2  > 

15.61 

8.55 

1.71 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.     *  /U  ' 

♦♦  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSE!^  AS  A  PERCENTAGE, 

t  STANJ?ARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  r,  1971  EDITION. 
THE.  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,   7,  AND  9  ARE  100|  NATIONAL  SD  -  16/ 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)  DERIVED  FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971*  EDI  TION.- THE  ^ifeANs'  IN  THE 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROgP  FOR  GRADES  3,   ^,   7,   AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  5.7.  -7.7,   AND  9  4,  VARYING  SLIGHTLY 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  .  *  vAKTini.  iLit^MiLY 
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(CHESTERTOWN  -KENT  COUNTY)    '  '  W 

TABLE  3.  .  SCHOOL  LE\/EL--COMMDNIt/and  PU^LJIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


SCHOOL  NA^E 


rPERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

ORGANI- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

SATION 

MENT 

RATIO 

DANCE. 

ri) 

(2) 

<3) 

(41 

TOJAL  NO. 


TEACHER 
(5) 


JIdhin 

U) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 

EXPERIENCE  ^ 


TEACHER 
(7) 


ADH^N. 
(6) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 


DEGREE 
3R  AIOVI 
(9) 


CHESTERTOWN 
HILLINGTON 
ROCK  \{ALL 
HORTON 

CHESTERTOWN  HID 
GALENA 

ROCK.  HALL  SR  HID 
KENT  COUNTY  HIGH 


K-4 


K-4 


K-4 


K-4 


5-8 


K-e 


5-8 


40S  20.9  96.0 

106  21.2  -^5.0 

220  18.3  93.0 

417  22.4  97.0 

755  19.9  96.0 

433  18.0  96.0 


249        14.6        95. p 
9-12        1227        19.8  89.0 


16.9  1.7 

36.0  2.0 

22^0  2.t) 

'15.0  2.0 

i 

58.0  4.0 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN^ 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER  . 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

' 

(12K 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


1-7.5        2.0        10.9  20.5  5.1  10.0 

4.0      .  1.0        20.$  9.0  '      20,0  2$. 7 

10*0        2.0          8.9  26.0  i6.7  22.2 

6.7  19.7  9..1  18.1 

6.3*  10.5  18»4  14.7 

9.-5  21.5  12.^  21.6 

7.4  33.^  17.6  20.2 

8.1  10.7  14.v5  '  18.9 


11.6  9156*0 

11^0  -7474.0 

10.3  6195.0 
11.2  7492.0' 

11.4  ;0306«0 

11.2  7273.0 

10.3  6331.0" 
11.1  7636.0 
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H65TERTOWN  -  KENf  COUNTY) 

CONTROLLED* 


KtilT  COUNTY 


SKILL  APEaS 


VOCABULARY 


c;CHOOL  <t«AM& 

CMLSlM»TOri 
MlLLIUnTOU 
OilOCK  HALL 

W0|«T0i4 

CritSTLptOW. 

GALEHA 

HOCK  HALL  SK  MID 
KL  IT  COUNT  r  HUH 


vu^«:j..i-«n.  READING  COMPREHENSION 

OHAOe  AVERAGE  *V.n.o.    HA,,.-      UI.Fr,-  AVERAGE  frfjRY-      O.FFrR-  AVt^AGE    M^-      .n...r«.  AVERAGE    HAR^Y-  nlPPER- 

T,E  NORM 


LAND  E*CE 


SAS. 

GL 

UORM. 

A 

97. »» 

3.62 

3^30 

99,6 

H,61 

3 

97.3 

H.70 

5,29 

93  »t 

3. OH 

3,13 

& 
7 

97,5  . 
9*»,9 

M,97 
7,77 

M,a9 

6,20 

^ 
5 
7 

9fl.»» 
lOl,fi 
9&,0 

3,72 
.  b,72 

a,?i 

3,'*0 
6,1A 

b 
^7 

96, M 

7,06 

5,00 
6,3^ 

>.  * 

9 

99,0 

•^,07 

LANG 

(^bitM 


LANGUAGE  TQTAL 

OIF 
EHCr 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


3.75 


3.44 
3.56 


♦  .31 

♦  .*»2' 


Il.f43 


•  ^•2^ 

♦,on  5.12 

♦1  ,^7  ♦  7^^.9 

♦,3?  '3,96 

  +,6?  5,36 

f,,lft  •  ♦?,03  •  6,«>8 


3,39  ♦I.IO  •  *»-76 
3,19      ♦1.05  • 


5,02  ♦•10 

6.30       ^1,19  •  7,7ft 


3,^9 
5.25 
6.30 


♦  ,U7  *-A6 

♦  ,u0  ♦  ff.'^fl 


♦  ,7? 

♦  ,77 


7.52 
P,39 


b.lft  +.3^  *  6.?3 
b.l6      ^1.06  •  7.n3 


0.01 


♦  .35 


3  .^^0 

♦  .63 

• 

3.65 

3.12 

♦  .«Q 

4.26 

3.76 

♦  1,00 

4ar 

3.57 

♦  .57 

3.6? 

5.17 

♦  .5? 

$•26 

6.42 

♦  1.36 

• 

7.26 

3.  55 

♦  .01 

3.rt4 

5.42 

+  .10 

5.55 

6.40 

♦2.4^ 

7.14 

5.40 

♦  .03 

5.44 

6.54 

♦  1.20 

7,  ta 

H.05 

f  .57 

3  .45 

♦  .17 

3,57  ♦ 

4  .69  * 

:Ti*44 

♦  .60  • 

3,2B 

♦  .34^ 

5.22 

*sm 

6.55 

♦  .71  * 

3.51 

♦  ,33 

'i.46 

*  ,09 

6.b6 

4,50 

*  5.^*4. 

•  .00 

6,76 

♦  ,tt2 

6.sn 

•  ♦.27 

*  SEE  CHAPTER  4.  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  f. 
*■    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


(CHESTERTOMN  -  KENT  COUNTY)^ 


KtNT  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5.  •  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

S?AMsT?iIl!Lr2XNS\"S!:L^Si'-"^  ^°"°«™°MIC  STATU 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 

SCHOOL  NAME         OQAUE  AVERAGE  AVERA6E  ^RY- 

'  LAW 

SAS  6E  NORM 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


OlFFFri-  AVERAGE    MARY-    ' DIFFER-  AVEpAGE    MARY-      piFFFR.  AVFRaGE    MARY.  DIFFER 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


£NCE 


AE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


6F 


LAND 
NO^IM 


EMCE 


CHESTtRTOw.f 
HILLINGTON 
ROCK  HALL 
MORTON 

CHESTLRTOtf  ♦  MIu 
GALENA 

ROCK  HALL  MID 
KtNT  COUNTY  HIGH 


97. U 

99»6 

97,3 

93.7 

97,5 
9'»»9 


^  90.M 

6  101.5 

7  95.0 


S  iOi.4 
7      96.  * 


3.62 
<».61 
»».70 
3•9^ 


'♦.97 
7.77 


3.72 
5.72 
A*21 


6.2} 
7.06 


3.30 

♦  .24 

3.75 

3.113 

♦  .32 

1|.<I3 

3.79 

♦  .6i| 

3.65 

3.H9 

3.&2 

41. oa 

• 

3.98 

3.57 

♦  .»n 

0.81 

3.93 

♦  .88 

• 

1I.26 

3*61 

3.37 

♦1.33 

* 

»».»»9  ' 

3*i|2 

♦1,07  • 

4*76 

3.78 

♦  .98 

• 

*».l? 

3.48 

3.1»» 

♦  .AO 

• 

t>.2t| 

3.18 

♦  1*06 

3.56 

♦  i58 

3.62 

*  3i29 

<»i95 
6.26 

♦  .D2 
♦  1.51 

• 

5.12 
7.«I9 

>  &.0t» 
6.35 

♦  .08 

♦i.m  • 

5.69 
7.T8 

5.23 
6*50 

♦  .i»6 

♦  1.28 

5.26 
7.26 

5.27 
6i68 

3.*»*» 
b,30 
6.27 

♦  .2ff 

♦  .'»2 
♦  1.9<i 

3.96 
5.38 
6.98 

3.49 
5.36 
6.36 

♦.17 

♦  .02 

♦  .62 

11.66 
5.52 
8.J^8 

3.85 
5. S3 
6.51 

♦  .81 
-•01 
♦  2.37 

3.811 
5.55 

7.m 

3.511 
S.57 
6.68 

5.29 
6*>»2 


♦.9?  •  5.56 
♦  •6i»  7.52 


5.35  ^.21  '  6*P9 
6.50      ♦I. 02  «  7.il3 


9^*0        8.84      *  8.25        ^.59  .8.39 


A. 08  ^.31 


8.62 


5.53  ♦.7(1.  «  5.44 
6.64      ♦I.IQ  «  7,18 

0.21        ^.41        A. 55 


♦  .16 

♦  .65  • 

♦  •6%  • 

♦  .33/ 


-.01 
♦  .5A 


5.56 
6..  81 


♦  .46 


♦  .37^ 


A. 39  ♦•16 


J§c%Sp:SIfNViB?F«i?Kc£.-^Jco^^?.""''''"°'''  "V^^""'  """NATION  OF  ASTERISK 


J 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  AS SESSJJENT  INFORMATION 


4.16  MONTGOMERY  COUNTY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A  General.     The  Montgomery  County  Public" Schools  (MCPS) 

welcome  the  opportunity  to  provide  information  for  xnclusxon  xn 
?he  f i?st  repo?t  to  the  Governor  aAd  General  Assembly  requxred  by 
the  Maryland  Law  on  educational  accountability.^    Thxs  law  has 
provided  an  impetus  fo;:  acceleration  pf  an  already  actxve  accounta- 
bility (or  "Quality  assurance")  effort  xn  Montgomery  County. 

B.  Goal  Setting  Activities.    Goals  of  Education  adopted  by  " 

the  Montgomery  County  "Board  ot  Education'  in  1958-^were  revxsed  in 
P*.bruarv    1973.     These  goals  for.. Students  deal  with  academxc  skxlls 
physiS'develipmen??  intellectual  development,  the  individual  and 
society,  scientific  understanding,  aesthetxc  exprdssxon,  and  career 
development.     Accompanying  these  goals  for  students  are^commitments 
of  the  Board  of  Education  and  staff  pertaxnxng  to .such  matters  as 
selecting  and  training  of.  qualified  staff;  providing  comprehensxve 
ihstructional  programs,  evaluating  instructxonal  programs  and 
Reporting  result?  encouraging  a  continuing  dialogue  with  the  com- 
munity^ Ld  informing  citizens  about  the  objectives  and  costs  of 
their  school  system.  '  : 
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During  the  past  decade  MCPS  established  goals*  and  instruc- 
tional^program  objectives  for  all  subjects.     When  the  Marvla^d  . 
State  Department  of  Education  (MSDE)   issued  guidelines  ?of 
implementing  accountability  legislation,  MCpI  JevIewSd  its  goals 

s?atrg^o.!si;s^As?rcrx\\\^^^^      ^^^^  -^^^-^ 

S;;,;^  Montgomery  County  School  System  Goala.     Based  upon  the 

gy^rMagyld^tatfgoa"^    T^^^"^- •  ^"d,- mathematics?  adggged 
hLIvS    TlZ    t  ?      ?  Board  ^ of  Education,  Montgomery  County  has 

mav  1^"^;^^!^%^°''°^^"^.  ^^^^^"^  (the  same  MCPS-Goll 

may  be  coded  to  more  than  one  State  Goal) : 

J.n  Reading,  each  student  who  has  completed  the  elemen- 
tary-secondary reading  program  of  this  "school  system  should  be 


l.A.  Synthesize',  into  a  new  form  of  expression,  ideas 
Selected  from . communications. 


l.B.  Interpret  major /ideas" and  i^elationships  between  ideas 

1.  e.  Identify  purpose  and  select  appropriate  materials 

fi;om  a  wide  variety  of  available  print  and  non-print. 

2.  A.  Locate  and/or  recall  specific  information. 

2. B.- Analyze  organizational  patt'fern  of  a  communication 
(picture,  paragraph,  chapter,  book,  story,  poem, 
report,  or  article) .  - 

2.C.  Interpret  major  ideate  dnd  re:|Latioi^ships  between 
ideas.  " 


2.D.  Use  gl^amrtiatical  structu're  (syntactic  clues)  to 
derive  meaning.  • 

2.  E.  Relate  alphabetic  symbols  to  language  sounds  in 

context  of  words.  . 

.     2.F.  Relate  lef t^to-right  letter  pattern  (written  words) 
to  corresponding  oral  word  pa^-tern".  •  ■ 

^    2.G.  Use  Structural  clues  to  wo!^  recognition. 

Recede  words  of  more  than  one'  syllable, 

.  3, A.  Associate  words  with  objects  or  ideas  they  represent. 

3.  B.  Locate  and/or  recall  specific  information.       .  " 
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3  C.  Translate  a  communication  into  a  different  form,     •  > 
-  different  language,  or  different  level  of  abstractxon. 

3.D.  Interpret  major  ideas  and  relationships  b^twepn  ideas. 

3.E.  Make  predict;i6ns  from  data. 

3.F.  Apply  previously  learned  skills  or  generalisations  ^ 
to  new  situations  and  problems . 

3.G.  Analyze  organizational  pattern  of  gommunication 
(picture,  paragraph,  chapter,  boojc,  story,  poem, 
report,  or  article) .  .  ' 

3.  H.  Synthesize,  into  a  new' f diAn  of  expression,  ideas 

selected^  from,  communicatibns.* 

^       3.1.  Evaluate  .communications.  . 

•4. A. Locate  ^and/or  recall  specific  information. 

4.  Bl^Translate  a  communication  into  a  different  form, 
k  different  language, . or  different  level  of 

abstraction.  .  t 

AC    Analyse  organizational  pattern  of  a  communication 
,    (picture,  paragraph,  chapter,  book,  story,, poem, 
'   report,  or  article).  ..  . 

4.  D.  Decode  abbreviations  arid  measurement  symbols. 

'         4.E.  Associate  words  with  objectives  or  ideas  they 
.  ■  represent.  ,  '  . 

'  »  * 

5.  A.  Recognize  written  words. that  represent  qommon 

spoken  words  (sight  vocabulary) . 

5.B.  Use  context. 

5.C.  Read  orally  to  convey  meaning. 

5  D.  Analyze  organizational  pattern  of  a  communication 
(picture,,  paragraph,  chapter,  book,  story,  po^m, 
report,  or  article). 

•    5'.E.  Synthesize;  into  ?new  form  of  expression,  ideas 
selected  from  fiommunications . 

5.F.  .Evaluate  communications. 
5<G.  Have  a  positive* attitude  toward  reading . 
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^^r-.r  o«      In  Writincf,  each  student  who  has  completed  the'elemen- 
ablelo?  "^^^^"^  progr^.  of  this  school  lystim  .sSou?^ 

mSi^?^  h"^?^^"^^^^  ^""^  his/her  own  use  and/or  enjoy- 
ment;  displaying  such  a^dherence  to  convention  ai^^is 
dictated  by  the  purpose. 

1.  B.  Express  himsplf/herself  effectively  i^riting  for  a 

personally  ^fined  au^ifence  and  purgfSse  with  such 
and  purpose?       ''^''^^^"^  dictated  by  audience 

|!?fi^e  in  appropriates  language  and  f orm  *such  communi- 
cations as  are  required  by  school,  by  social  life? 
or  by  employment,  demonstrating  such  adherence  to  ' 
convention -as  is  dictated  by  audience  and  purpose. 

2.  B.  Proofread  and  edit  written  communications  which  are 

Sf^S'-^^^^'J.'"-^^  his/her  instructional  experiences: 
demonstrating  such  adherence  to  convention  as  is 
appropriate  to  audience  and  purpose. 

3.  A.  Exhibit  an  awareness  of  the  purposes  and  situations 

in  his/her  own  life  for^  which  writing  is  imp?)rtant 

32f  ^^^ree  of  adherence  to  convention  that  is 

demanded  by  each.  - 

\     •  .  " 

rSi^K  ^^'^  willingly  use  writing  for  private,  social, 
and  business  purposes.  . 

'    *  •  ■  ' 

3.C.  Exhibit  an  awareness  of  the  essential  interrelation- 
snips  that  exist  between  writing  and  the  other 
language  arts. 

«  •  . 

.j^      .       In  Mathematics,  each  student  who  has  completed  the 
sSld  te^Ibir^o^"^  mathematics,  program  of  this  schpol  system 

^  ■'  ■  ' 

1.  A.  Develop  basic  skills  in  using  the  vocabulary  and  ' 

symbols  of  mathematics.  . 

1|.B.  Develop  skills  in  recognizing  common  geometric  c.hW° , 

2.  A.  Develop  basic  skills  , in  computing.  ^^5^ 
2.B.  Develop  basic  skills  in  working  with  geometric  shapes 

2.C.  Develop  basic  skills  in  measuring,  graphing,  and 
using  tables,  and  charts. 
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.    3. A.  Develop  understanding  of  the  vocabulary  and  symbols  ^ 
'of  mathematics.  ,  , 

.  world. 

'3.C.  Develop  cx?nc^pts  related  to  co^on  geometric  shapes. 

3. D.  Develop  understanding  'of  computation. 

' 3. E.  Develop  understanding  in  measurement.  .    *  * 

3  F.  Develop  an  understanding  'of  basic' principles  related 
[~  *  to  the  structure  of  mathematics. 
*     ,     .4.      Develop  un4erstanding  and  basic ^skdlis  in  problem  ^ 
solving .  ,  -  ' 

.5.      Applt  the  principles  of  mathematical  reasoning  tO 
the  solution  of  problemg, 

•  4.;.  4.K^  Qinnififiance  of  mathematics  in  daily 
.  .      -    •  corrfbSt^oS-  to  our  cultural  heritage. 

6.B.  Use  mat^emaVcs  as  needed  in  daily  living.  - 

0^view.ed  by  teachers.  |Jj,°^i;"jS!\se  the  skne  minimum  set 

MCPS-  by  March,  3,975.   ,  AU  ^.^ing  instruction  according 

of  grade  level  objectives..     ^'^^^.^?'f^r;i|'-throuah  the  'uffe  of  varied 

,  to  ?he  needs  of  students  ^asSslmeS^ea.ures  ,  rather 

'  ait;rnativ^-  >ets  o,  ^ba.^^c  objectives . 

teaching  of  grf^^rf  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^  Sfteaching  arrange  of 'objectives  , 
prehension  skills.     Siiggejtions  i  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^ 
.Ltf  for. the  use  of  a  ^arje^y  pf  xnstr^^^^       measures  and  record-, 
included,  along  \^ith  J-l^^f-^^^^^^'^^rt  student  progress  on  specific 

^   ^aklS::  fn^^pirnS;ronrc^irg?  rnSssSs^g  reading  instruction 

-Cbllections  of  assessment  measures  .in  read^ 
-  and  mat-hematics  are  in  P^^P!"^?^^ L  fo?  school  and 

B^dent  P-g--^-^^°  ^It?on!^ihe  devetopment ,  selection, 


s^dent  progress  and  to  be  assemuieu  J— J-  selection,  and 

system-wide  program  evaluation.^  The  ^J^|:'°P^Q^i;y  for  MCPS  beca 
field  €esting  of  assessment  md'asures  is  a  prioxity 


cause 
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oS^ essential  .to  provide  students  bettet  feedback 
feelack  S^hirS  t?^         ^°  teachers  and  administratots 

fn!?;,t2^-  ^ell  students  achieve  the  objectives  of  the  • 

instructional  program,  -t-j-vco  ^i.  uie 

^  demonstration  project  for.  the  assessment  of  student 
conducted  in  MCPS  with  support  and  cooperation  of  ' 
S  °f  ?^^^^<^h,  Evaluationfand  l6foma?ion  ServJfes  .  ' 

year  Sid  s^ad^n?^^^''^'^'^"^  °?  ?  representative  sample  of  13  aSI  i? 
•  M^?fr.nii  f^^^^J^ts,  using  writing  exercises  released  by  the 
National  Assessment  of.  Educational  Progress  (NADP)       ThS  nrnn^n-n 

^nHbiectlvef  h  °f  making^direct  alsissmeni'org^aJs  ' 

lut  llltinall^tl?^^  J  measured  by  standardized  tests /with! 
out.  testing  all  students  m  our  schools.     The  scorino  evaluatinn 

Kfnda?dSeS\2f/^'"i'^  more  time  and  expertise  tJan  do"' 

standardized  tests.     However,  ,  the  use  of  samplino  oroceduj^po  •  ' 

DosJ^?''^iH^^  different  from  multiple-choice  qieltSns  makS 

ti?es  iha^  caf  bSTf^  °^  f  ^^^"^  °^  insttuc^Jona?  objec- 

txves  tnan  can  be  measured  by  standardized  test-«?      An  ^a<:^<=^Z.^r^4.  •• 

iS^^^n  ^^^^  SHi— - 

?a??^no  ?J  lu^i  "^S®  ^  useful  contribution  .to- future  implemen- 
tations       the  educational  accountability  law.  impxemen 

tests  resuLtrto^S^-nHon?^^^^^'^  procedures  for  providing  standardized 
co^uni?r  and  ?ho  J^^nS^^'  the  local  school 

community,  and  the  Montgomery  County^  Board  of  Education  These- 

sSSf.S°r'r'  ^'""J^  ^^^^  ^^"^^"t  as  asses;ed  by 

tests,  are  known  by  those  who  have  responsibility 

reoof?  in"^?-  ^^""^  fchool  dis tributes  by  October  aS  atoual  progress 
f?nS5\  °  "^^^""^  includes  information  on  enrollment- 

student  interests,  needs,  and  achievement,  as  assessed  by  tes?s  and 

allocation  and  assignment?;  facilities! 

^ea?^^  |;hoS^hh?''°i-°^^^°^r^"-  past  and  c^rreSt  school 

year.     School  objectives  and  anticipated  evidence  of  their  at-t-ain 

Students  0?^^??^^''^%^®^^  with  needs  considered  priorities  for 
flTTil  yeaf  ?oUow?^"'"''  ^^^^  ^^^ool  reports 


1.      Improve  student  language  arts  communication  skills 
Evidence  includes  increased  student  corifidence  in 
speaking  before  groups,  improved  resultSfa  stan- 
dardized tests  of  language  usage  and  voflfflllary. 
IV^tL^'^'^i''^  in  written  work  and  composition,  Siore 

'    'dfc^i?^*.*?    o^igt^^^.P^^t'^y'  ^  larger  and  more 

descriptive  oral  and  writt^  voceOaulary ... 

♦  >  o  } 
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2  improve  staff  familiarity , with  the  metric  system 
•           of  measurement.    Evidence  includes  teacher  self- 
reports  of  improved  understand;Lng  of  the  metric 
system,  more  Snits  on  the  system  offf^^^  ^^1?^^"^^ 
and  additional  instructional  materials  developed 
or  purchased  on  this,  topic. 

3  Plan  and  establish  with  students  a  consistent 
^'       schSol-wide  policy  on  discipline      Evidence  of 

achievement  of  this  objective  will  include  fewer 
accidents  involving  students,  a  cleaner  school 
building,  and  fewer  complaints  received  from 
p?aygrouAd  aides  during  lunch  and  recess  periods. 

MCPs'Sife'^rts  sy^emwide  standardized  tests  results  to       -  > 

gioiu  t^^t^^  Q4-nrl^:*nt  ac?Kievement  in  graaes  3  and  5  is  par 

ScuJar^v'^Sigh  in  r!!atiSn  tlIptitude,  While  some  achievement 
tes?  scoLs  in  grades  7  and  .9  show  the  need  for  improvement. 

E  o^.^..Tn  Modification  Acti^itfes.    MCPS  has^plans  unde^^  • 

M  >  ..V j  1 1  e  T nc j-T-nnf ion  and  integrating  Dasi«-^ 

last  Spring. 

n„^inf,  iq73-74  a  long»-range  plan  for  improving  evaluar 
tion  sKills  S^Sn,  school  laiSl?les  Ls^nitiated  in  -l-"'^"- 
^a?;  IciooL  -/will  be^extenaea  to  nore  schools  th.  year.^ 

workshops  are  aesignea  to  help  "^g?'®"„?„„  ^  J-rietv  o£  assess- 
setting  up . ^  ob:ec|.ves     (b)    -f-JJ^Z^'^JS'  °c)  'analyzing 
^^fresSiSsTf^^SaSnf ^s-eslmenfanl  o£  sel£-appraisal  techn.9ues 
to  improve  teaching  practices. 

The  Policy  on  Evaluating  and  Reporting  Student  l^of^^^^ '  ' 
A  in  Vl?^  reauires   (a)  that  students.be  inirormed  ot.  tneir 

tnstructSnfl  objec.?i^^^  basis  on'which  their  per- 

fS^iSance  ?s  to  be  evaluated  and  (b)  that  students  be  informed 
about  their  progress  for  each  learning  activity. 

P  Pro^?ess  of  Sfchools  Toward  System  and/or  5°^^°^  ^Q^j;^, 

I'nt  °»  i^^^A  Assessment  InstruAients .     iitudent  attainment 

a  SIriety  of  evaluative -data  relating        goals  in  addition  to 

» 
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school4ase^aSSStrf?L^ar^bi?^''?'  services  of  teachers  and 
•in  MCPS  following  iwo  y^Js  of  pno?^t^llnr"''lS  systein-wid^ 
bafeed  on  performance  criteJir^n^  ^'     T^®^®  systems  are 

S'  Unmet.  Needs  for  Resources  to  Permii-  I^^^rovement  nf 

b"k  on  ?he?r  OTO  ?'Ln?L°^r"''^?--   "udents  need  better  feed-  ' 
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MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  ' 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 

*  '  ■  *  •  ' 

•-   •  s     ■  .    ^    •       .  ■        •  , 

A'*     COMMUNITY  CHARACTER r5;Tir5;  .     ,  < 


'  •  (1) 

1 —  '  *  

(2) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

MEDIAN  * 

FAMILY 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN- 

» 

522,809 

S 16, 710 

5,7 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCWOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

:  15^0 

12,8  * 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS    (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES. 
OR  ABOVE 

•  (12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

'  PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

37.8 

18.3 

94.1 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTIC.^;    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


( 18 ) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENT^fWiL  OFFICE) 

(19) 

per  pupil 
pupil  person- 
nel services 
costs; 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
•PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

3.4 

$18.91  . 

1.4 

(6) 

(7) 

(8)  ^ 

(9)  • 

(10) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER  ' 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
-  ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

126,177 

$13,389 

$24,297, 

10.9 

20.8 

(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSWUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(IT) 
PER  PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$1#327.*63 

$9^8.12 

73.9 

$45.85 

*SEE  .APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS- TASUE. 
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montgomery  county 

bV  skill  areas 


SKILL 


Vocabulary 


(ZJ 


.  READING 
, HENS  ION 


'  (1> 


GRADE 


(2) 


NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS  . 
EN5QLLE3* 


.9 


spelling 


t4» 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


C5J 


IfStUNCTUATlON 


8899 


9632 


lt)300 


8899 


9632 


ioio2 


10300 


(3) 


(4) 


PERCENTaOF    1     NUMBER  OF 
STUPENTS  SCHOOLS 
TESTED**    I  TESTED 


•  98.44 


99.44 


97.18 


95.  5T 


.  98.52 


99.50 


97.29 


95.69 


8899 


9632 


103(02 


10300 


8899 


9632 


10102 


10300 


ei899 


9632- 


10102 


10300 


98.58 


99.28 


96.38 


94.89 


.98'.47 


99.30 


96.46 


95.10 


98.49 


99.28  • 


96.48' 


95.26 


141 


138 


31 


33 


141  ' 


138 


31 


33 


141 


138 


31 


33 


141 


138 


31 


33 


141 


138 


3% 


33 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD^ 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SASJt 


108.2 


109.5 


108.2 


110.4 


108.2 


109.5 


108.2 


110.4 


(6) 


STANDARD 

DEVIAnOH 
(SDI 


17)  ' 

"average  . 

GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)++ 


15.80 


14. T3 


4.05 


15.23 


16.19 


15.80 


6.06 


7.92 


9.71 


4.09 


14.73 


15.23 


108.2 


109.5 


108.2 


110.4 


108.2 


109.5 


108.2. 


110.4 


108.2 


109.5 


108.2 


110.4 


16.19 


5.99 


7.84 


9.52 


15.80 


14.73 


15.23 


||i6.19 


4.46 


6*  OS 


7.77 


15.80 


14.73 


15.23 


16.19 


15.80 


14.73 


15.23 


16.19 


9.28 


•  4.36 


6.14 


7.96 


9.65 


4.48 


6.10 


7.78 


9i41 


i;:::-:::;,:;:::::  ::;::~::r:;.  ^ ~  - . 

■   national  norm  group  for  gi^ades  3,  5,  7,  AND ,v  akc  ^ 

FOR  6ACH  skill  AREA.  "^331. 

V     '        '  '  '  4^297  ' 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


1.14 


.    1.53  . 


i.ai 


^1.89 


1.30 


1.53 


1.72 


1.83 


1.36 


1.73 


2.09 


2.^2 


1.29 


1.70 


2.05 


2.22 


1.43 


1.66 


2.07 


2.22 


MONTGOMERY  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.    -NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDAR'D  AGE  SCOR^V, 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUi VALf NCE ) t 
,    .  '  .  ^  BY  SKILL  AREAS 

/  .  .  (CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
• 

^  GRAD^ 

(2) 

NUMBER  'OF. 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  ** 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

5 ) 

AVERAGE 
STANDARD- 
AG  E 
SCORE 
<SAS)  t 

I  O-J 

DEVIATION 
(SD)  , 

average: 

^  GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  ++ 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD)  ' 

(6) 

8899 

98.18 

141 

108.2 

15.JB0 

,       '  4.23 

1.39« 

LANGUAGE/^ 
USAGE 

5 

•  9632 

99,26 



3r38 

 > 

4i09.5 

14.73 

'6.21 

1.71 

«>  7 

3i0102 

96.46 

31 

108.2 

^  15.23^ 

7.93  * 

2.06 

9 

10300 

95.19 

33 

.  110.4 

16  . 19 

9.5§. 

2.19 

(7) 

3 

8899 

'  98.09 

J.41 

—  '  t 

108.2 

15.80 

4.40 

1.21 

LANGUAGE^ 
TOTAL  • 

5 

9632 

99 . 13 

138 

109.5 

14.73 

sifij 

1.52. 

* 

7  ^ 

,10102 

96.26 

31 

108.2 

0 

15.23 

7.87 

1.84 

9 

.10300  ' 

94.75 

33 

110.4 

16.19 

9.47 

2.00 

(8) 

3 

8899 

98.82 

jl.41 

108.2 

'l5.80- 

4.03 

,  1.00 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

9632 

99.52 

138 

109.5 

*^4.73 

6.27 

1.49 

7 

10102 

96.32 

31 

108.2 

.  15*23 

8.19 

1.74 

9 

1030d 

94.96 

^     33  , 
 '■  ' 

110.4 

16.19 

9.84 

1.88 

(91 

3 

8899 

98.73 

1 

141 

108.2 

15.80 

3.99 

1.07 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

 <i — 

9632 

99.52 

138 

109.5 

14.73 

5.97 

1.37 

7 

10102 

96.39 

31 

108.2 

7.81 

1.66 

9 

10300 

95.06 

.  33 

110.4 

16.1^  ' 

9.35 

1.86^. 

(3.0) 

3 

8899 

98.67 

141 

108.2 

15.80 

4.04 

^98 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

9632 

99 . 50 

13£ 

109.5 

14.73 

6.15 

1.36 

♦  _ 

7 

10102 

96.25 

31 

108.2 

15.23 

8.02 

*1.61 

9 

10300 

^  94.86 

33 

110.4 

*  .16.19 

9.62 

1.77 

*  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  it 

♦♦.NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  197*  DI VIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

*  5Zf"2f?L*2L"°''^  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1    rgVl  FTiITink. 
THE  MEANS   FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  l*OR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  iSo,  NATIONAL  SD  -  16! 

+t  GRADE  Equivalence  (ge)'  derived  from  iowa  tests  of  ba^ic  skills,  form  5,  1971,  edition     thf  mpmk  ,k,  tuc 

toVlTcH  SkJlL^JSe*.'""  h  '  APPROXIMATELY  3???  S.^f  727!"^:i?'0AR3yNG"sUGHrLY'"' 
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TABI.E.  3.    SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOU  RE'SOURCES 


SCHOOL  MAKE 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
12) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
{3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE ' 

(41 


i  * 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

^teache'r 

t5) 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 

'7> 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
19) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 

VAN- 
'TAQED, 

(10) 


HEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
HOTHER 
til) 


HEDtAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME  . 

{$)  . 

(12) 


ALTA  VISTA 

ARCOLA 

ASHAURTON 

ASPEN  HILL 

AYRLAHN 

lANNOQKBURN 

BEL  PRE 

BELLMONT 

BELLSr.  MILL  ' 

BETHESDA 

BEVERLY  FARMS 
ft 

BRADLEY 
BROAD  ACRES 
BROOKHAVEN 
BROOKMONT 
*  BROOKVIEW  , 
BROWN  STATION 
BURNING  TREE 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K- 


K-5 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


219        19.0      96.1  W     10.5        l.Q  I7.6       22.5  65.2 

324        17.1      95.4  IBj^n        1.0  17.4      36;o  42.1 

21.5  l.'o 


395        17.5  96.3 


454        19.7  96.0 


K-6  217        16.9  96.6 

K-6         ,321        21.4  95.4 


23.0  1.0 


20.0  1.0 


24.0  1.0 


487  20.3  96.2 

461  21.9  ^^96. 7 

531  21.2  95.5 

505  21.9.  95.6  22.0  1.0 

740  ^  21.8  96.6  31.9  2^0 

299  24.9  95.6  U.O  1.0 

352  21.8  95.6  15.1 

672  20.2  95.8 

374  22.5  96.8  15.6 

27B  17.9  97.2 

ai3   "  23.2  95.5 


325        19.6  97.0 


9.5      34.5  42.2 
22.0        1*0  ]       11.6      20.0  34.8 
1.0  14.2       24.5  13.0 

14.0        1.0  10.1      22.9  33,3 

9.4      35.0  16.7 
6.3      13.3  38.1 
,9.2      26.0  38.0 

9.8  16.0  30.4 
9r8  30r0  30.7 

7.9  17.6  25.0 
1.0          11.8*  Jl.o  37.2 

31.3        2.0  13.6  23.3  30.0  , 

n 

1«Q  13»9  6.5  27.7 

1.0  15.8  31.3  38.7 

7.6  14.2  27.1 

^^•6        ^"0  14.0  17.0  60.8  ' 


14.5 


33.0  2.0 


2.2  14.5  20420«0 
2.2  ■       12.6  •      15309,0  f. 

3»e  13.4  20853,0 

1«6  12.7  17179.0 

1$2  13.9  18958.0 

^-5  5L5.5  26048.0 

0.0  12.9   ■■    .  13790.0 

3.4  12.7  16304.0 


6.0  14.4 


6.1  13.3 


24106.0 

H 

17396 »0 


0.4  13.7  21028. O 


3*7  13 ,g  19439.0 


.4.2  12.6  12791.0 


1-0  12.7  18244.0 


1.^  13.9  21245.0 


0.5.        12.6      '  12791.0 


0.0  '  12.8 
^•4<'  15.3 


14509.0 


29961). 0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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"     TABLE  4.     RELAFI^  OF  ACHIEVEMENT ^TO  MARYLAND  NORMS'  SKILL 
.TABLE  KtL^^^.  rj^^^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLEB+  . 


HOriTeOuERY  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYMEM 


bCHOOL  NAME 


 - 

MATHEMATICAL  TOT^t 


VOCABULARY 


REA0IN6  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


;«*aE  .VEH«E  *VE«*3.  ■  .,PPEP-  AVERSE    MJRJ-      O.PPER-  *VE««E    HJ^V-      OJPPrR-  *VE««E  .APY- 


4 


ALJA  VTbTA 
AKCOLA 

AShBUiUON 

ASptH-MiLL 

AYULA^N  . 

5M,lH0ti<0UH.i 

OLL-  P><E 

BtLLMOHT 

QtLLS  WILL 

BLTHEb'nA 

ULVCMLY  FAitMS 

BKAOLLY 
UKjAD  ACHL, 
OHOOKHAVEm 
OKOOKMONT 
QKOOKVIEU 
BHOWN  STATION 
BUHNIUr,  TKLE 


3  116.0 
5  117.0 


3  103.0 
5  108.0 


A  11»».0 
5  112.0 


3  111.0 
5     110. 0 


3  109.0 
5  ill.O 


3  il«*.0 
b  11*>.0 


3  109.0 
5  110.0 


3  110. 0 
5  110.0 


J  lon.o 

b  109.0 

3  110. 0 

5  116.0 


3  112.0 
b  11'*.0 


3  119.0 
b  120.0 


3  lOM.O 
b  105.0 


3  lOb.O 
5     108. 0 


3-  116.0 
b  11«*.Q 


3  llb.O 
5  107.0 


i  109.0 
b  Ul.O 


4.42 
6.59 


3.81 
5.39 


6.3B 


4.10 
6.25 


4.33 
6.?2 


M.49 
6.76 


3.90 
6.26 


4.00 
b.69 


4.05 
6.07 


4.M4 
6.9^ 


4.36 
6.49 


4.72 
7.10 


3.b0 
b.29 


3.89 

b;67 


4.6? 
6.75 


4.91 
6.39 


4.63 
6.80 


3.78 
5.91 


4.48 
6.42 


»t.?5 
6. It 


4.20 
6.32 


4. -60 
6.93 


4.12 

6.00 


4.19 
6.08 


4.21 
6.4U 


M.22 
.6.55 


4.38  ■ 
6.58 


4.77 
6.92 


3.82 
5.6? 


3.98 
6.02 


(4.62 
6.59 


-.21  , 
-.21 


4.03 
-,5? 


.04 
.04 


-.15 
♦  .14 


f  .13 
-.10 


-.11 
-.15 


-.2? 
«.26 


-.19 
-.39 


-.16 
-.33 


♦  .?2 

4.44 


-.02 
-.09 


-,05 


-.3? 
-.53 


-.09 


f  .00 
4.16 


4.59 
6.86 


3.98 
5.74 


4.31 
6.35 


M,15 
6.16 


4.34 
5.84 


4.74 
6.60 


3.84 
6.12 


3^92 
5.77 


4.07 
5.64 


4.6b 
7.07 


4.50 
6.53 


4  .,8  b 
6.66. 


3.66 
5.37 


3.86 
5.56 


4.7b 
6.78 


3  119.0  4.78 
5     ilt.O  ^  7,14 


t     SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  fOR  DEFINLTIONS  OF  t/rHS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 

ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


4.70 
6.72- 


3.A2 
5.92 


4.54 
6^32 


4.32 
6.08 


4.24 
6.26 


4.61 
6.74 


<(.21 
6.04 


4.26 
6.07 


4.19 
6.23 


4.28 
6.53 


.  4.42 
6,M8 


4.87 
6.87 


3.08 
5.67 


4.Q1 
5.97 


4.68 


4.b7 
5.80 


4.20 
6.11 


4.91 
6.92 


r.ll 

♦  .16 


•I'.  16 
-.18 


•*.23 

•I' .03 


-.17 

•I'. 10 


•I'. 10 
-.42 


•I-.13 
-.14 


-.37 
^.08- 


-.34 
-.30 


M.90 
6.62 


4.?8 
5.85 


4. 96 
6.05 


4.47 
6.15 


4.^7 
5.0^ 


M.66 
6.91 


M.l7 
6.?9 


4.?3 
5.78 


-.12  M.60 
-.59  ♦  6.12 


♦  .3« 
+  .54 


«.on 

«.05 


-.02 
♦  .01^ 


-.20 
-.30 


-.15 
-.41 


♦  .07 

♦  .29 


«.21 
«.38 


«.20 
4.40 


♦  .21 
-.06 


M.91 

7.ni 


M.57 
6.66 


5.?2 
7.48 


4.  ^0 

5.  ^0 


M.n3 
5»69 


4.78 
7.1M 


5.30 

6.n8 


4.02 
6.:^2 


5.-52 
7.18 


4.97 
6.77 


4.15 
6.05 


4.02 
6.»*6 


4.62 
6.24 


4.54 
6.34 


4.86 
6.78 


4.52 
6.14 


4.57 

6.a2 


4.48 
6.34 


4.58 
6.64 


4.70 
6.60 


*).1.3 
6.96 


4.21 
5.78 


4.32 
6.13 


4.95 
6.60 


4.87 
5.92 


4.51 
6.23 


5.15 
7.02 


-.07 
-•15 


«.13 
-.20 


♦  .14 
-.41 


.15 
.09 


i.l7 
•.<»2. 


-.20 
♦  .13 


-.35 
♦  .15 


.34 
.44 


♦  .1? 
-.22 


♦  .3^ 

♦  .37 


-.13 
4.06 


♦  .09 

♦  .52 


-.01 
-.18 


-.?9 
-.44 


-.17 
♦  .54 


♦  .43 

♦  .16 


♦  .31 

♦  .09 


♦  .17 

♦  .16 


4.52 
6ta80 


-4.00 
5*.<»6 


4.32 
6.41 


4.13 
6.24 


4.11 
6.13 


4.39 
6.78 


3.81 
6.13 


,3.92 
5.92 


4.?1 
5.98 


4.1M 
7.14 


4.35 
6.85 


3.88 
5.71 


3.7M 
5.Q1 


4.46 
6.7f) 


4.71 
6.30 


4.30 
6.4(- 


4.63 
6.75 


4.54 
6.79 


3.82 

6. on 


M.43 
6.4n 


4.24. 
6.26 


M.17 
6.^6 


M.49 
6.80 


M.12 
6.17 


4.19 
6.24 


-.02 


♦  .18 
-.12 


6.^6 


M.20 
•6.66 


M.53 
6.61 


7.03"   ^  >. 


66 

97  • 


3.85 
5.82 


M.OO 
6.16 


4.54 
6.62 


4.41 
b.9S 


M.  1? 

6.?.6 


4.77 
7.03 


-ai 

-.07 


-.11 
-.02 


-.06 
-^.23 


-.10- 
-.02 


-.31 
-.04 


-.27* 


♦  .06 
-.36 


-.06 
'♦.48 


♦  .02 

♦  .24 


-.20 
4.06 


♦  .03 
-.1,4 


-.26 
-.25 


-.08 
♦.1** 


♦  .30 

♦  .35' 


♦  .18 

♦  .20 


-.?8 
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TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NQR.MS ,  BY  SKILL 

i  J^f^!l  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 

ffiri?Jrir''  STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  PiAKua 

 ,  »  .„„„^  

VOCABULARY  READING  COMPREHENSION     .         LANGUAGE  TOTAL     :  .        MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    [JJ^V"  '    C'^^^^-  *vVa«E    MART-      DIPPER-  AVERAGE    MARy-      DIPPPrI  AVERAGE    MARY-    "  PTPPER. 

NOHM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


SAS 

GE 

ALT*  VISTA 

i  116,0 
5  117.0 

4.42 
'  6.59 

ANGOLA 

3  103,0 
^  105.0 

3.81 
5.39 

asmburton 

i  114,0 
b  112,0 

4.44 
6.38 

ASPCN  HILL 

3  111,0 

&  iio«p 

4.10 
6.25 

AYkLAWN 

3  109,0 
f>  111,0 

<».33 
6.22 

BArWOCKOUKN 

J  114.0 
5  ll6,0 

4.49 
6.76 

BEL  PME 

3  109.0 
5  110,0 

3.90 
6.26 

oellmont 

3  ' 110.0 
5  110.0 

4.00 
b.69 

BbLLS  ^^ILL 

3  10A,0 
b  109.0 

4.05 
6.07 

BtTHESOA 

3  IIQ.O 
'b  116,0 

4.44 
6.99 

BLVERLY  FAhMS 

i  112.0 
5  114,0 

<».36 
6.49 

.  BKAOLtY 

3  119,0 
5  120,0. 

4.72 
7.10 

BrtoAU  ACR£S 

3  104.0 
5  105.0 

3.50 
5.29 

BROOKHAVEN 

3  106,0 
5  108.0 

3«A9 
5.67 

BHOOKMQNT 

3  116.0 
s  11<».0 

<».62 
6.75 

BHOOKVIEW 

3  115.0 
5  107.0 

4.91 
6.39 

BHOWN  STATION 

A>  109.0 
b  111.0 

<».26 
6.54 

BURNIMG  THtE 

^     119, P 
5  117.0 

H.78 
7.14 

4.£?7 
6.63 


3.74 
5.85 


4.44 
6.20 


4.25 
6.03 


4.12 
6.11 


4.44 
6.46 


4.12 
6.0^ 


4.18 

6j03 

4.06 
5.94 


4.M 
6.54 


4.31 
6.37 


4.76 
6.89 


3.80 
5.60 


3.93 
5.85 


.15 
.04 


♦  .07 
-.46 


♦  .00 

♦  .18 


..IS 
♦  .22 


♦  .21 

♦  .1] 


♦  .05 

♦  .32 


-.22 
♦  .23 


-.18 
-.34 


-.01 
♦  .13 


♦  .26 

♦  .45 


♦  .OR 

♦  .12 


-.04 
«.2l 


-.30 
-.31 


-.04 
-.18 


4.57 
6.37 


4.51 
5.77 


4.12 
6.11 


4.76 
6.63 


♦  .05 

♦  .38 


♦  .40 

♦  .62 


♦  .14 

♦  .»»3 


♦  .02 

♦  .S] 


6E 


4.59 
6.88 


3.98 
5,74 


4.31 
6,35 


4,15 
6.18 


4.34 
5,84 


4.74 
6.60 


3.84 
6,12 


3,92 
5,77 


4.07 
5.64 


4,66 
7.07 


'♦.50 
6,53 


4,85 
6.88 


3,68 

5.37 


3,86 
5.56 


4.75 
6.78 


4,78 
6,18 


<».40 
6,51 


5,12 
6.86 


fiE  NORM 


LAND  Er^CE 


4.66 
6.61 


3.80 
5.88 

4.53 
6.21 


-.07 
♦  .27 


♦.18 


-.22 
♦  .14 


4.33  -.18 
6.04  ♦.IV 


4.20 
6.13 


4.53 
6.45 


4.20 
6.04 


♦  .14 
-.29 


♦  .21 

♦  .15 


-.36 
♦  .08 


4.90 
6.62 


4.>8 
5.85 


4.96 
6.05 


4.47 
6.15 


4.  V 
5.02 


4.66 
6.Q1 


4.17 
6,29 


4,94 
6.71 


4.14 
6.03 


4.82 
6.33 


4.63 
6.18 


4.51 
6.25 


4.82 
6.56 


4.51 
.6.18 


-^.04 
-.09 


♦  .!*» 
-.18 


♦  .14 
-.28 


-.16 
-.03 


-.14 
-.33 


-.16 
♦  .35 


-.34 
♦  .11 


fiE 


4.52 
6.80 


4.00 
5.96 


4.32 
6.41 


4.13 
6.24 


4.11 
6.13 


4.39 
b.7fl 


3.81 
b.l3 


LAND  E^'CE 
NORM' 


4.51 
6.72 


3.80 
6.06 


4.40 
6.35 


4.23' 
6.20 


4.12 
6.28 


4,40 
6.58 


4.12 
6.20 


♦  .01  .V 

♦  •08 


♦  .20 
-.10 


-.08 
♦  .06 


^.10 
♦  .04 


-.01 
-.15 


-.01 
♦  .20 


-.31 
-.07 


4.27 
6,04' 

4.13 
5.96 

-.35 
-.27 

-.06 
-.32 

4.23 
5.78 

4.60 
6.U 

4.57 
6.18 

4.45 
6.10 

-.34 
-♦40 

♦  .I'i 

♦  .02 

3.92 
5^92 

4.21 
5.98 

.  4.1ft 
6,20 

4.07 
6.1> 

-.26 
-.28 

♦  .14 
-.15 

4.27 
6.53 

♦  .39 

♦  .54 

4.01 
7.01 

4.57 
6.63 

♦  .34 

♦  .38 

4.14 
7.14 

4.1ft 
6.65 

-.04 
♦  .49 

4.40 
6.37 

♦  .10 

♦  .16 

4.57. 
6.66 

4.7a 
6.48 

-•13 
♦  .18 

4.35 
6.85 

4.29 
8.50 

♦  .06 

♦  .35 

4.66 
6.85 

f.Ol 
♦  .03 

5.72 
7.48 

5.13 
6.94 

♦  ^9 

4.48 
,7.03 

4.67 
6.95 

-.19 
♦  .08 

3.d7 
5.64 

-.19 
-.27 

4,90 
5.60 

4.20 
5.80 

♦  .00 
-.20 

3.88 
5.71 

3.85 
5.83 

♦  .03 
-.12 

4.00  ' 
5.88 

-.14 
-.32 

4.03 
5.69 

4.32 
6.03 

-.29 
-•34 

3.74 
5.91 

3.96 
6.06 

-.2« 
-.15 

4.66 
6.37 


4.60 
5.80 


4.20 
6.13 


4.86 
6.61 


♦  .09 
♦.41 


♦  .18 

♦  .3ft 


♦  .20 

♦  .38 


♦  .26 

♦  •25 


4.78 
7.14 


5. 'JO 
6.08 


4.82 
6.^2 


5.12 
7.18 


4.94 
6»48 


4.88 
5.95 


4.51 
6.25 


5.13 
6/71 


-.16 

^♦.66 

♦  .42 

♦  .13 


♦  .31 

♦  .07 


♦  .lo 

♦  .47 


1  SEE  CHAPTER  ^,  SECTION  4.X.2  FOR  DEFlNlTrnw?  nc  tcbuc  tiei.«i 
^    ACCOMPANYINC  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  "^"^ 


4.46 
6.76 


4.71 
6.30 


4»30' 
6.46 


4.63 
6.75 


4.51 
6.50 


4.45 
5.9ft 


u,o5 
♦  .26. 


♦  .26 

♦  .32 


4.12  ^,18 
6.28  ♦.18 


4.67  -.04 
6.72  ♦•03 


AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦» 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEV^L— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCE'S. 
'  PROFILE*   .  >. 


SCHOOL  NAME  , 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

0 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2^ 

PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  " 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  » 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEmAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

M2) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN» 

(6) 

TEACHER 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

BURNT  HILLS  , 

K-6 

309, 

23.8 

95.3 

12.0 

1.0. 

8.1 

12.0 

23.1 

3.2 

12.8 

18141*0 

BURTONS V I LLE 

PRE  K-6 

>9.9 

96.1 

19.6 

1.0 

35,0 

26.7 

3.1 

12,6 

15612,0 

BUSHEY  DRIVE 

K-6 

249 

17.8 

96.5 

13.0  • 

uo 

7.9 

16,0 

21,4 

6.3r 

12.5 

13809.0 

CANDLEWOOD 

K-6 

493 

21.9 

96.9 

21.5 

1.0 

21.8 

• 

22,2 

0.3 

12.7  16111.0 
• 

CANNON  ROAD 

K-6 

663 

22.1 

96.6 

29.0  ^ 

1.0 

11,2 

27.0 

23.3 

1.4 

12.8 

19297.0 

CARDEROCK  SPRINGS 

K-6 

400 

22.9 

96«9 

16.5 

1.0 

7,4 

27.0 

54,3 

1.0 

14.9 

29071.0 

CARL  SANDBURG 

PRE 

K-6 

151 

21.6 

95.8 

15.3 

L.o 

9.4  24.0 

28.5 

4.1 

12.6 

14979.0 

CASHELL 

1 

k-6 

543^       22.1  96,2 

23^5  l.o' 

9.9      10.0  1^0,8 

5.2 

12.7 

16000.0 

CEDAR  GROVE 
CHEVY  CHASE 
CLARA  BARTON 
CLARKSBURG 
C LOVERLY 
COLD  SPRING 
COLESVILLE 
COLLEGE  GARDENS 
CONGRESSIONAL 
CONNECTICUT  PARK 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


9«5      18^0  11.7 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


309  19.3      95.6  15.0  1.0 

674  2^.5  .  95.3  28.0  2.0  l^'.O  18.5  53.3 

143  19.1      94.1  6.5  i.O  12.2  21.5  13.3 

301  s  16.2      94.7  17.6  1.0 


9.4  12.2-  13287.0 


4.2  U,5  23871.0 


6.8  1^9    '  18111.0 

7.4      .19.5      21.5  10.6  12.2 


379        21.7      96.3  16.5  '  1.0 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


•  782  22.0  97.0  33.5  2.0 

252  16.7  96.5  14.1 

660  23.1  96.1  26.6 

408  22.1  94.9  17.5*  1.0 

445  21.7  96.6  i9.5 


9.1      17.8  20.0 

8.8      16.7  23.9 

1.0          14.3  17.0  29.7 

2.0          10.7  29.5  37.1 

9.5  32.7  43.2 

J«.0          11.2  19.8  17.1 


13395.0 

4.9  12.6  16598.0 

0-0  12.9  21068.0 

3.3  12.9  20643.0 

2.2  13.6  17319.0 

^•8  12.6  12298.0 

4«3  12.7  15511.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TeRH^ 
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HOriTGOMERY  COUf^iTY 
SCHOOL  SYbrCH 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ^ 

SKILL  AREAS 


SKILL 


SCHOOL  NaHI: 


VOCABIH.ARY 

/GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERaGE  HARY- 
'  LAND 


READIN*  COHj^REHENSlON 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


HATHCHATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


GE  NORM 


PjFPER-  average'  MARY-      OlfP^"  AVERAGE     MARY-      ^l^^^^'  AVERAGE  MARY- 


fftCE 


G£ 


LAt40 
NORM 


CNCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


OTFPCR- 

EMCE 


UUfiNi  MILLS 

uuhton<;ville 

BUbHEY  OKive 


99,0 
Ub.O. 


104,0 
100,0 


107,0 
10fi,0 


3,76 
6,60 


(»«II9 
5,55 


3.31 

5,m 


3,59 
6,51 


3.8«» 

5*«?2 


3,99 
5,A5 


-^,17 
♦  ,09 


3,79 
6,65 


«,65  •  3,92 
-,^7  5.37 


-S6^  •  3.52 
-,7l  •  5,17 


3,50 
6,45 


3,00 
5.92 


<«,07 
5.00 


*.2i 
♦  ,20 


♦  ,0H 
-,55 


i|,02 
6,70 


•1,71 
5,79 


,75  •  3.5H. 
,71  •     5 .60 


3.91 
6,62 


H,21 
6.06- 


H.39 
6.01 


♦  .11 

♦  .00 


♦  .SO 
-.27 


3.72 
^.?0 

6.07 


-.05  •  3.76 
-.33  5.90 


3,65 
6,63 


3,00 
6,09 


6,05 


♦  •07 
-.23 


♦  .tli> 

-,n2 


-,25 
-,07 


CAilO).e»00U 

b 

115,0 
111,0 

-H.90 
6.H9 

4,47 
6.14 

♦  ^43 

♦  .35 

5,21 
6,50 

4,50 
6, 13 

♦  ,63 

♦  ,37 

• 

5.  ?4 
6.06 

4  ,07 
6.20 

♦  .  J  f 

♦  .60 

• 

4  62 
6^75 

4  44 
6.30 

-♦.10 

♦  ,45 

CANflOH  ROAU 

5 

10H,0 
109 , 0 

4.30 
6.  33 

3.00 
6. 13 

4.50  ' 
♦  .20 

4,27 
6,39 

3.09 
6«06 

♦  ,30 

♦  ,33 

5.14 
6.04 

f».20 
6.23 

♦  .94 

♦  .61 

• 

4  ,20 
6,33 

1,91 
6,25 

♦  .37 

♦  .00 

CAl^DLHOCK  SPRINGS 

3 

*) 

U3,0 
113  0 

4.35 
6, Hit 

4.55 
6.00 

-,?0 
.«44 

4«21 
6,49 

4.52 
6,62 

-,31 
-,13 

4,69 
6,40 

4.70 
6.73 

-.09 
-.25 

H,29 
6,4(V 

4,46 
6,74 

-.17 
-.26 

CAUL  SAr40tfuRG 

3 

100,0 

H.09 

4.06 

♦  ,o» 

4, IS 

4,13 

♦  ,02 

4,41 

4,45 

-.04 

4.00 

4,07 

-.07 

5 

100,0 

5.02 

5.09 

-,07 

5,50 

5*90 

-,32 

5.70 

6.05 

-.27 

6,09 

6,07 

♦  .02 

-CASHCLL  / 

3 

106,0 

H.32 

3.96 

♦,,  . 

4,59 

4,^1 

♦  ,50 

4.59 

4.33 

♦  .26 

4.55 

3j90 

♦  .57 

5 

106«0 

5.00 

♦  ,6n 

6,90 

5.79 

♦  1,19 

• 

6.?9 

5.94 

♦  .35 

5f97 

♦  .96 

CLOAK  C»^OVt;'' 

3 

100,0 

4. ID 

4.03 

♦  ,07 

4,26 

4, 12 

♦  .14 

5.16 

4.44 

♦  .72 

• 

4,61 

4,06 

♦  .55 

b 

107,0 

•  5.03 

5.74 

♦  ,0^1 

5,03 

5,79 

♦  .04 

6.^0 

5.94 

♦  .36 

6,07 

5.97 

♦  .10 

ChEVt  CHASL 

3 

115,0 

H.93 

4.61 

♦  ,5? 

4,93 

4,64 

♦  .29 

5.?9 

4.90 

♦  .39 

4.67 

4,52 

♦  .15 

5 

11«,0 

7,00 

6.73 

4,35 

6,96 

b,b0 

♦  .30 

6.94 

6.67 

♦  »27 

7.02 

'  6,60 

♦  .34 

CLARA  nARfUH 

107,0 

3,70 

4.04 

-,26 

.  3,76 

4,00 

-.32 

^.06 

4,39 

-.43 

4.03 

4,05 

-.02 

b 

112,0 

b.27 

6.29 

-1,0?  • 

5,11 

6,25 

-1.14 

• 

5.fll 

6.40 

-1.39 

• 

5.06 

6,41 

-.55 

clarhspmko 

3 

100,0 

•  3,H0 

5.50 

-,in 

3,51 

3,c>2 

-kll 

3.49 

3.96 

-r47 

3.41 

3,65 

-.24 

5 

90,0 

5,12 

5«15 

-,03 

5,15 

5,10 

-.03 

5.10 

5.33 

-.23 

5.17 

5,30 

-.21 

CLoVEHLY  . 

3 

11«,0 

4«in 

4.42 

-,32  ' 

4, 14 

't,bl 

-.37 

4.56 

4.00 

-.24 

4^13 

4,39 

-.26 

•  5 

112,0 

6«m 

6.22 

-,or 

6,19 

6,21 

-.02 

7.17 

6.36 

♦  .0t 

• 

6/.  60 

6,30 

♦  .30 

COLD  sr>HlNO 

3 

112,0 

4,52 

4*35 

♦  ,17 

4,41 

4,3% 

♦  .02 

5.0tf 

4.6A 

/♦.32* 

4.32 

4,33 

-.01 

& 

11«,0 

6,73 

6.53 

♦  ,20 

6,47 

6.43 

.  ^.04 

6.67 

6.61 

♦  .06 

6.67 

6,62 

♦  .05 

COuESyiLLL 

3 

113,0 

4.20 

4,41 

-,13 

4.39 

4.46 

-.07 

4.66 

4.74 

-.OA 

4,52 

4,30 

♦.14 

5 

107,0 

5.67 

6.05 

-,30 

.  5,58 

5.95 

*  -.37 

5.O0 

6.13 

-.23 

6,00 

6,15 

-.15 

CULLEGf  GAHDENS 

3 

107,0 

11.12 

4.06 

♦  «06 

4,23 

4.11 

♦  .12 

4,57 

4.41 

♦  .16 

4:25 

4,05 

♦  .20 

5 

111,0 

6,20 

6.24 

-..OH 

6«10 

6.21 

-.03 

6,44 

6.30 

♦  .14 

6,.^M 

6,32 

♦  .02 

COliGKLSSIU.aL 

112,0 

4«03 

4,27 

-,?4 

4«14 

4,39 

-.25 

4,04 

4.69 

♦  .15 

4,00 

4,-26 

-.10 

b 

110,0 

5,71 

5,93 

-,22 

5,65 

6,00 

-.35 

6,02 

6.11 

-.0« 

5,99 

6,14 

-.15 

C0»|f4£CTICUl  PARK 

3 

100,0 

3,0H 

4,07 

-,23 

4,07 

4^14 

-.07 

4.?2 

4.45 

-.23 

3,09 

4, On 

-.19 

5 

104,0 

5,G6 

5.65 

,♦.01 

5,24 

5,65 

-.41 

5.j7 

5.79 

-.6? 

5.67 

5.0? 

-as 

ACCOHMNtING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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MUHTGOt^RV  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYStCH 


SCmOL  MAKE 


TABLE  5.    KELATIOM  OF  ACHIe'^EMENT^  TO  MARyIanV  NORMS,  BY,  SKILL  * 

cSfJri^.^;^^-''""  AS'lL(TY,AND4S0CI0EC0N0>|it  STATUS 

STVATI SPT I C/^LLY  CONTROLLED*  .  ^-  oiMiyc. 

VOCaBuLaRY      *  R6A0IN*  (COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS  . 

OE 

aUHNT  MILLS 

4 

d  •99»0 
•  '  5  115,0 

3,76 
6.60* 

*  ttUHTOIiSVILLE 

1       3     1  ntt>  h 

}         •'I  U'tg  w 

^    b  lofl.O 

li  lio 

«    •        6USHCV  ORl/E 

&  108,0 

^•01 

* 

camdlcwoou 

3     1  1*1  0 
>  iU.O 

Ik  On 

6.(f9 

CAiiHOti  HO  AO 

»  3    10^ ■ 0 
S>.  109,0 

6.33 

CAHOEf<rtCK  SPrttNoS 

5'  113.0 

^.35 
6.00 

CAHU  SAf^UJH^ 

3'  lOf^.O 
S  1U8.0 

0.09 
5.82 

CASMELL 

* 

3  106.0 
'  5  106.0 

0.32 
6.05 

CbOAn  GROVc 

3  108.0 
5.  107,0 

(>.io 

5.83 

CItEVY  CriA&C 

3  115.0 
5    H<» ,  0 

1 

0.93 
7.08 

«^CLARA  HAMTON 

3  107,0 
b  112,0 

5.27 

CLARKbnUHG 

3  100,0 
5  98,0 

3.00 
5.12 

CLoVERLY 

3  im,o 

a     112.0  . 

6.10 

COLO  SPftluu 

3  112,0 

b  im,o 

0.52 
6.73 

-  CUtESyfLLL 

3  113.0 
i07^0 

0.28 
5.67 

o  COLL^Or  GA  iOEUh 

3  107,0 
Si"  111,0 

0.12 
<^.20 

COrK^KLSSIO /AL 

3    U2,0  . 
S  110,0 

o.oS 

5.71 

COfiNECtlCUi  Park 

3  108,0 
b  10(»,0 

3.ao 

5.66 

NORM 


3.08 
6.06 


3.60' 
5.85, 


3.9? 
5^85 


♦♦.51 
6*11 


3*80 
5.90 


0,38 
6.28 


/0.06 
5.85 


3.93 
5.68 


0.06 
5.77 


0.51 
6.37 


3.99 
6.20 


3.50 
0.99 


0.00 
6.20 


*  «E 


♦  •?8 

3.79 

♦  .10  .5 

6.65 

♦  .69  • 

3.92 

-.3ff  ^ 

5.37 

3.32  ' 

^.71 

5.17 

♦  •3Q 

5.21 

♦  •38 

6.69 

♦  .^n  0 

0.27 

♦  .39 

6.39 

-.03 

0.71 

♦  .16 

6.09  ^ 

♦  .0.3 

0.15 

-t03 

5.58 

«  * 
3.53 


3.87 
5.88 


0.07 
5»88 


0.60 
6.13 


3.87 
5.96 


♦  •26 

♦  •20 


♦  .05 

-;bi 


6E 


0.02 
6.70 


0.71 
5.79 


-.75  •  3.50 
-^•71  •  ;5^68 


♦  i6r«  5i?0 
♦•37  6^06 


♦  ■00 

♦  .03 


0.06  .  -.25 
6.29  ^.20 


0.13 
5.88 


♦.02 
-.30 


5.10 
6. no 


O.M 
6.08 


0.01 
5.78 


♦  •3<^  0.59 
♦.77  •  6.98 


0.00  ♦,59  •  i|,i)9 
5*72      ♦I, 26  «  6.?9 


♦  .00 

♦  .06 


4.02 
♦  .71 


0.26 
5.83 


0,9y 
6.96 


^.21  3,76 
-.93  •  5.11 


0.3)) 

5.77 


3.99 


0.31 
6.03 


0.06 
9.51 


-.06 
♦  kl3 

9 

-.30 
-.06 


♦  •21 

♦  •36 


.m 

.10 


3.51 
5.15 


0.10 
6.19 


0.01 
6.07 


0.39 
5.58 


♦.13  ^  0.23 
♦  .09  6^i& 


.28. 
.32 


-.22 
♦  .,|5 


<^,io' 

5.85 


0,07 
5.20 


0.13 
5.80 


0.60 
6.37 


0.07 
6.21 


3.60 
5.08 


0.53 
6.21 


0.00 
6.37 


0.06 
5.80 


0.07 
6.13 


0.00 
6.00 


0.13 
5.56 


♦  .13 
♦.03 


♦.33 
♦  .59 


5.16 
6.30 


5.  ?9 

6.  na 


-.31  3.06 
-1.10  *  5.01 


-.09 
♦.07 


.30 
.02 


♦  .01 

♦  .10 


-.or 
-.22 


♦  .16 

♦  .OS 


-.26 
-.39 


^.06 
-.32 


3.09 
5.10 


O.Sfr 
7.17 


5.00 
6.67 


0.66 
5. no 


0.57 
6.40 


0  .<I0 
6.02 


0.P2 
5.17 


NORM 


3.89 
6^56 


0.20 
6.03 


0.39 
^•03 


0.88 
6.25 


0.20 
6.10 


0.76 
6.01 


0.05 
6.03 


0.02 
5.87 


0.05" 
5.95 


0,88 

6. on 


0.39 
6.33 


3.95 
5.27 


0.82 
6.33 


0.70 
6.08 


6E 


♦•13  *  3.72 
♦•10  6.00 


♦  .51 
-.20 


0.2l> 
6.07 


-.85  •  3.76 
-•35       5.98  , 


♦.36  0.62 
♦  '.71  •  6.75 


♦.90  •  4,2ft 
♦.70  •  «6.33 


T.07 
♦  .07 


.00 

.2f; 


♦  .27 

♦  .02 


0.29 
6.08 


O.OC 
6.09 


0.55 
6.Q3 


♦.71  •  4,61 
♦.35  6.07 


♦  .01 

♦  .06 


0.67 
7.02 


-.03  4.03 
-1.32  f  5,86 


-.06 
-.17 


3.01 
5.17 


NORM 


3.5ft 
6.58 


3.85 
6.06 


0.d2 
6.06 


0.05 
6.28 


3.85 
6.13 


0.30 
6.03 


0.d7 
6«06 


3.96, 
5.91  ^ 


0,07 
5.9ft 


0.05 
6.50 


9.02 
6.35 


3.63 
5.31 


-'26  4.13 
♦  .80  9  6.^?8 


0.76 
5. '95 


0.39 
6.25 


0.70 
6.18 


0.05 
5.72  • 


♦  .3n 


.10 
•  0*1 


♦  .19 

♦  .19 


♦  .10 
-.16 


-.23 
-.5« 


0.32 
6.67 


0,5? 
6.00 


0.25 
6.30 


^.Oft 
5.09 


3.89 
5.67 


0.00 
6.35 


0.29 
6.50 


0.30* 
5.98 


0.02 
6.28 


0.29 
6.20 


0,07 
5.76 


♦-.10 
-•18 


♦  .03 

♦  .Ol 


-.26 
^•08 


♦.17 
♦  .»7 


♦  .03 

♦  .20 


-.05 
♦  .05 


'-.07 
♦  .03 


♦.59  * 
♦'.02  * 


♦  .50  • 
♦.09 


♦.22 
♦  •52 


♦  .01 
-.09 


-.22 
-.10 


-.27 
♦  »33 


**03 
♦.17 


♦.*8 
♦  •02 


♦  .23 

♦  •06 


.21 
.21 


-.1« 
-.09 
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TABLE  3.'    SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  =  • 


*  ^ 

SCHOOL  NAHE 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 


CRESTHAVEN 

'  V 

o 

DAMASCUS 
DARNESTOHN 
DENNIS  AVENUE 
EAST  SILVER  SPRING 
EbWARD  U  TAYLOR 
•'ENGLISH  MANOR 
FAIRLAND 
FARMLAND 
FERNWOOD 
FIELDS  ROAD 
FLOWER  VALLEY 
FOREST  GROVE 
FOREST  KNOLLS 
FOUR  CORNERS 
GAITHERSBURG 
GALHAY 

GARRETT  PARK 


K-6* 


K-6 


K-:6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


/-  K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN, 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT 
STAFF  , 


DEGREE 
3R  AlOVj 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(S) 
(12) 

K-6 


K-6 


358        19.3      96.3         .17.5        1-0  12.5      21.5   ,  i^8.6 

7-»6        21.9      95.9  32.0        2,0  11.3      19.3  20.6 

-^05        IB.i^       95.8  21.0        1.0  14.i^      i^2.0  50.0 


K-6        ,   211     "^.^      96.1  11.5        1.0  fl.i      ^7.0  i6.0 


3.1         12 17619.0 


9.0  12.2  12961.0 


-^.9  12.3  1376i».0 


I'O  12.7  16769.0  » 


311        17.8      95.2  16.5 


1.0 


a. 3      11.0      28.6  5.9  12,6 


11830.0 


170  16.2  9^.9           9.5  1.0  12.8  l^^.O  28.6 

5**  '22.2  95.3  23.5  1.0  7.0  22.0  36.7 

66*  21.8  96.5^  28.5  2.0  9.8  17.3  32.8 

580  23.2  96,2  2^,0  1.0  12.6  19.5  32.0 

290  20.7  95.8  13.0 


1.0 


21.5 


^53  22.0  94.1  19.6 

665  21.8  96.6  '  28.5 

310  13,8  96.4 

272  12.7  95.9 

336  17.1  96.7  18.6  1.0 

638  19.3  94.3  31.0        2.0        .10.5      23.0  21,2 

596  23.4  95.5  23.5 


2.0  12.6      27.0  29.5 

1.0  11,6      10.0  71.1 

20-5        1.0  11,5      37.0  51„2 


2.0 


9.1      20.1  23.5 


348        20.5      96.7  16.0 


1-0  10.9      27.0  41.2 


7.4  12.2  12604.0 


5.7  12,8  19066«0 


5.8  12.7  17476.0 


0.8  1^,7  28158.0 


6.1      19,0       21.4  0.9  14,2 


8.0      14.0      43.6  II, 0  12,8 


24029.0 


18475.0 


18166.0 


-1.1'        12.8  17637.0 


i.8  1^.7  19989,0 


9.3        6.0      25.5  8.8  12.6 


16760.0 


6.4  12,2  11730,0 

«-  ■  ■ 


3-1  13.8  16755.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS, 
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HOnTGOwCHV  C<KR4TY 
SCtKKH.  SYbrCH 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
^     AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CON^rRQLLED*'  -  " 


SCHOOL  Name 


VOCAfjUtARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


LAN6UA0E  TOTAW 

ORAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAsrHiRY-      DIFFER-  AVEMie    MARY-      °J"ER.  AVERAGE    Mm-  ^J^J 


SAS 


CE 


LAND 
NORM 


ErtCE 


CE 


LAND  \  ENCE 
NORM 


QE 


•LAND        ENCE  .   

NORM  GE  NORM 


  OlFPER'- 

LAND  ENCE 


|KlSTiIAVEH 
OAMASCtiS 


3  llS.O 
b  109,0 


i  100*0 
b  100*0 


6.23 


3.91 
5.67 


H,H9        ♦.OM  *.58  +.00 

6.06        ♦.I?        6.02  6-03        -.01        6. HO 


*.03        ^.12        3,96  4.12        -•16  «»»^3 

5.80        -.13        5.8«»  5.85        -.01  6.19 


H.86  -.12  4.36 
6.18     .   ♦«22  6.50 


-.11 


6.00 


3.A2 


♦.19  6.15 


4.*»5'  -.09 
6.21  ^.29 


4.06  -.2% 
'6.03  ♦.12 


UAKNESTOMN 
DLNNIS  AVENUE 


1U6.0 
106.0 


3  UOiO 


5.69 


3.80 
4.83 


3.93^  ♦.12 
5.70  -.01 


4.20 
5.70 


5.79 


-.HO  3.97 
-.87.  ♦  <».8H 


4.00  ♦.m  H.^7 
5.73        ♦.06  5.t3 


4.26 
5.67 


.29  4.23 
.83  *  4^02 


4.32 '  ♦.25  4.21 
5. 88  frtlB 


.4.57  -.34  3.a7 
5*.82        -.90  «  5.43 


3.96  ^.25 
5.91  ♦vST 


4.19  -.32 
5.86  -.43 


LAST  StLVcK  SPRING      3  100.0 

EO«AKJ  U  T..yLOK  3  a9.0 

5  111.0 


3.32 


2.81 
4.64 


3.58 


2.9!> 
S.98 


-.26 


3.25 


-.14  2.72 
-1.34  «  4,69 


3.64  -.39 


3.S7 


2.93.  '-.21 
6.04  -1.35 


2*<»4, 
*  4.A4 


3.98  --41 


3.46 


3.31  -.37  2.79 
6.19      -1.35  «  5.13 


3.*09  • 
6.21 


.18 


-.30 
-1.08  ♦ 


ENGLISH  KAi«0H 


3  111.0 
5  112^0 


4.22 
b.31 


4.28 
6.32 


-.06 
-.01 


4,10 
5,87 


4.33 
6.26 


.23 
.39 


>4.45 
6.19 


4.62 
b.43 


.17  4.?3 
.211  6.17 


4.26 
6.44 


-,03 
-.27 


FAlRLAttU 


f  AuMLA'tO 


3  111.0 

3  JU^9.0 
5  M15.0 


<f.38 
6.02 


4.38 
6.98 


4.26 
5.86 


4.31 
6.96 


♦  .12 

♦  rl6 


♦  .07 
*.02 


4,26 

16.06 


4,62 
6,72 


4,33  -.07 
5.82  ^.24 


4.27  ^.35 
6.72  ♦.OO 


4.73 
6.28 


S.22 
6.07 


4.62  ♦.ll  4.;?9 
5.98        ^.30  5.91 


^.54 


♦.68  «  4.S7 


6.85     ,   ^.12  7.05 


4.25 
6.01 


4.25 
6.85 


♦  .04 
*-.l0 


♦  .32 
*.20 


FEmNmOOU 


3  114.0 
b  116.0 


4.31 
6.84 


4.54 
6.8b 


.23 
.01 


4.17 
6.45 


4.56 
6.69 


-.39 
-.24 


4.75 
6.74 


4.83 
6.81 


.08 


4.15 


.07  6.80 


4/46 
6.82 


.31 
.02 


FILLUS  ROA.. 


FLOWER  VALLEY 


3  104.0 
b  107.0 


3  113.0 
b  115,0 


3.62 
b.80 


4.13 
6.29 


3.87 
5.97 


4.38 
^.49 


-.25 
-.17 


3.74 
5^78 


4.33 
6.48 


3.89 
5.91 


.15 
.13 


4.46  -.13 
6.>»5  ^.03 


4.05 
5.70 


4 . 46 
6.48 


4.21 
6.07 


4.75 

6«60 


.16 


3.61 


.37  5.67 


.29  4.34 


.12 


6.^8 


3.90 
6.10 


4.36 
6.61 


--29 
-.43 


fokest  grove 

FOkEST  KNOi-LS 
FOtfH  CORNbiiS 
yOAlTHcHSUUHG 
OALtiAY 

OAHKErr  PARK 


3  lOO^O 
b    112. U 


3  113.0 
&  113.0 


3  102.0 
5  107.0 


3.97 
6.82 


4.53 
b.61 


4.01 
6.11 


3    101.0  ^  3.15 


98.0 


3  112,0 
5  111,0 


3  110,0 
b  116.0 


4,66 


4.29 
6.14 


4,10 
6,72 


4,09 
6,26 


4,39 
6.41 


3.74 
5.89 


3.62 
5.10 


4.32 
6.19 


4.24 
6.56 


-.12 
».'56 


♦  .14 

♦  .20 


V.27 
♦  .22 


-.47 
-.44 


-.0? 
-.05 


-.14 
♦  .16 


3,92 
6,56 


4,80 
6.55 


3.95 
6,20 


3,42 
4,79 


4,40 
6,22 


4,28 
6,72 


4,14  -,22 
6.23  ^.33 


4.45  ♦,35 
6.33  ^.22 


3.76  ^.19 
5.87  ^.33 


3.69 
5.16 


.27 
.37 


4.39  ♦.Ol 
6.16  ♦.06 


4.30  -.02 
6.55  ^.17 


4.15 
6.44 


5.  ?5 

6.  ^6 


4.27 
6.46 


3.418 
4.57 


4.<34 
6.17 


4.27 
6.68 


4.45  -.30  4.0b 
6.39       '^.05  6.^7 


4.74  ♦.SI 


tt.09  ♦.l^ 


^  4.03 
5.Z9 


4.S6 


6.52        ^.04  6.71 


3.85 


6.03        ^.45  6.14 


.55  3.33 
.72  *  4.94 


V    SEE  CHAPTER  4»  SECTION  *.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND 
ACCOHMNYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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4.68  ^.26  4.21 
6.32        -.IS  6.27 


•    4.60        -.33  3.93 
6.62        *m(S6  6.61 


4.10 
6.40 


^.37 
6. S3 


3.78 


3.69 
5.34 


4.30 
6.34 


4.20 
6.64 


^.05 
♦  .47 


♦  .19 

♦  ,1A 


>.07 
♦  .09 


-i36  1 
-.40 


-.09 
-.07 


-.27 

r.03 
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TABLE  5. 


HOHTeOlxeRY  COOl.TV 
SOWOU  SYSItM  , 


RELATiOW  -OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO'MARYLAND  NORMS,'  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


Skill  areas 


VOCArtlH.ARr 


READING  COMPREHENSION  ' 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


e;u««.  ^.L         ■  ,    MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 


CK&STIIAVEN 

V 

DAMASCUS  • 
OAUNESTOMN 
'DLriraS  AVt  iUE 


3  116.0 
109,0 


3  lUO.O 

s  lon.o 


3  106.0 
b    I'Db .  0 


3  110,0 
J)  tOM.O 


3*91 
b.67 


<(.05 
5.69 


3. HO 


ED^APD  u  Taylor 

ENGLISH  HA.40H 

FAIRLAMU 

FAkMLAND 

FULUS  ROAJ 
FLOWEH  VALcEY 

fokest  grove 


4  09,0 

5  111.0 


3  XU.O 
S  112.0 


^  111.0 
S  106.0 


3  1U9.0 
S  115.0 


3  IIM.O 
S  116.0 


3  lOM.O 
b  107.0 


3  113.0 
5  115.0 


3  lOO.O 
5  112.0 


2.^*1 
<*.6i| 


<«.22 
b.31 


<«.3n 

6.o^ 


<*.3A 
6*9B 


'♦.31 
6. flu 


3.62 
b.AO 


<«.13 
6.29 


3.97 
6.0? 


M.5I 
&.'9M 


11.06 
5.05 


3.93 
5.6fl 


M.  Id 
5.51 


LmST  J,ILVt.<  SPRING      3    100.0        3.3?  j.BU 


2.A<* 
6.11 


M.?A 
6.20 


11.25 
5.60 


M.12 
6.M6 


6.5M 


3.  Bp 
5.77 


M.30 
6.1*6 


'».06 
6.20 


♦  t02 

♦  .29 


-.15 
-.10 


♦-.12 

4.01 


-.30 


-.2? 


M.50 
6.02 


3.96 
5.01* 


5.79 


3.97 
K.OH 


3.25 


-.03  2.72 
-1.1*7  •  i*.69 


♦  .1] 


♦  .31* 


4.26 
4.52 


-.10 
4.03 


-.25 
-.17 


-.00 
♦  .62 


<i.lO 
5.07 


i*.2b 
6.0b 


i*.b2 
6.72 


'».17 
6.1*5 


3.71* 
5.70 


'*.33 
6.1*0 


3.92 
'6.56 


i*.60 
5.96 


4.13 
5.00 


M.OO 
5.72 


b.56 


3.60 


2.B7 
6.13 


M.33 
6.21 


i*.33 

5.7>. 


K.20 
6.1*5 


i*.b3 
6.b3 


3.07 
5.00 


i*.i*6 
6.1*5 


i*.l3 
6.21 


-.02 
♦  .06 


-.17 
-.OM 


♦  .m 

♦  .07 


i*»,7M 
6. MO 


i*.^3 
6.19 


M.«i7 
5.73 


-.30  i<'.?3 
-.72  •  i*»«*2 


-.35 


-.15  .'»«<>M 
-l.MM  «  M.AM 


-.23 
-.3M 


-.07 
♦  .3M 


♦  .1*2 

♦  .27 


-.36 
-.00 


-.13 
-.02 


-.13 
♦  .03 


-.Si 
♦  .35 


i*.Mb 
6.19 


73 , 


5.?2, 
6*17 


i*.75 
6.71* 


i*.n5 

5.70 


6.1*0 


i*.l5 
6.1*1* 


i*.a6 

6*.  10 


M.M5 
6.03 


^.32 
5.07 


M.57 

5.7;? 


5.95 


-.m 

4.30 


-.1? 
♦  .16 


♦  .25 
-.11* 


M.36 
6.50 


3.02 
6.15 


M.2] 
6.10 


.31*  3;n7 

.on  t  5.M3 


.30 


3.27  -.33  •2.79 
6.25      r^.m  m  5.13 


M.63 
6.3^ 


M.63 
5.07 


M.51 

6\56 


M.02 
6.63 


M.20 
5.95 


M.76 
6.56 


i*.if5 
6.33 


-.10 
-.1*1 


♦  .10 

♦  .Ml 


i*.?3 
6.17 


i*.?9 
5.91 


♦.7J  t  M.57 
♦  .1*1  7.05 


-.07 
4.11. 


.15 
.25 


-.30 
-.00 


-.30 

4.11 


4.15 
6.00 


3.61 
5.67 

M.3M 
6.SP 


i*.05 
6.57 


i*.i*5 
6.13 


i*.07 
6.06 


3.96 
5.91 


i*.10 
5.76 


3.63 


3.03 
6.20 


i*.23 
6.15 


i*.23 
5.91 


i*.l? 
6.50 


M.i*0 
6.65  . 


3.05 
5.90 


M.3M 
6.50 


i*.07 
6.35 


.  -.09 
4,37 


-.25 
4.09 


♦  .25 
4.27 


-.31 
-.33 


-.17 


-.21* 
-1.15  • 


♦  .00 
-.10 


♦  .06 
4.00 


4-. 1*5  • 
4.1*7 


-.25 
4.15 


-.21* 
-.31 


4.00 
4.00 


-.02 
4.22 


FOREST  KNOlLS 

FOuit  coRr4Eas 

CAlTMcnSlSUHG 

0 

OAUWAY 
•GAHRETT  PA'lK 


3  1.13.0 
b  113.0 


3  102.0 
5  107.0 


3  101.0 
B  90.0 


3  112.0 

b  1^1.0 

3  110.0 

5  116.0 


«».53 
6*61 


i*.0l 
O.ll 

3.15 
'*.66 


i*.29 
b.li* 


i*.lO< 
6.72 


M.30 
6.20 


3.67 
5.77 


3,61 
M.99 


M.31 
6.11 


4.15 
4.33 


♦  .3<* 

4.31* 


-.1*6 
-.33 


-.0?. 
♦  .03 


i*.00 
6. 55 


3.95 
6.20 


9.1*2 
i*.79 


M.MO 
6.22 


.i^<r^  M.20 


.10  •6.72 


i*.i*6 
6.29 


3.73 
5. BO 


3.67 
<5.00 


M.MO 
6.13 


i*.27 
6.b^3 


♦  .31* 

♦  .26 


♦  .22 

♦  .MO 


-.25 
-.29 

♦  .(To 

♦  .00 


♦  .01 

♦  .19 


5.26 
6.  *^6 


■  3.^*0 


M.QM 
6.17 


M.p7 
6.^0 


i*.76 
6. Mi 


i*-?7  M.07 
6.M6    *  5.95 


M.Ol 
5.27 


M.70 
6.25 


i*.57 
6.63 


*    «Co5?iSJf5o%?l.'£'i?NVi'^^^^^^^^  "-"^  EXPLANATION  Or  ASTEMSK 


4-310 


♦  .40 

♦  .15 


-.53 


♦  .21* 

^.no 


-.30 
♦  .05 


i*.56 
6.71 


♦.20  '  3.05 
♦.51  6.1M 


3.3^ 


•  70   4  lf,OM 


M.21 
6.27 


3.03 
6.61 


6.43 


3.7M 
5.90 


3.69 
5.31 


M.29 
•^20 


i*.10 
6.65 


♦  .22 

♦  r20 


4.11 
4.16 


-.36 
-.37 


-.(ffO 

-.ot 


-.25 
-.01*  ■ 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLKC  SCHOOL  RESdURCE* 
PROFILE*  -Ncouu^Lc. 


SCHOOL  NAHE 


PERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GKXDE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY  . 

OKGANI- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

ZiCTION 

HENT 

RATIO 

DANCE 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

^    TOTAL  NO. 

|^vera6e  years 
experience 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

HASTER<S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
'  (9) 

SCHOOL  AGE  (HILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10} 

HEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
T  ION  OF 
HOTHER 
(11) 

HEDlAN 

fAhily 

INCOHE 
($) 

(12") 

TEACHER 
'  (5) 

ADHIN* 
(6) 

TEACHER, 
(7)* 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

GEORGETOHN  HILL 


GEORGIAN  FOREST 


GERHANTOHN 


GLEN  HAVEN 


GLENALLEN 


GL^NHONT 


GREENWOOD 


GROSVENOR  " 


HARHONY  HILLS 


HIGHLAND 


HIGHLAND  VIEW 


MILLANDALE 


HOLIDAY  PARK 


HUNGERFORD 


JACKSON  ROAD 


KEHP  HILL 


KENSINGTON 


LAKE  NORHANDY 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-5 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  Kt6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRC  K-6 


K-6 


,    596        22,5      95.0        -2^.5        2,0  12.2    r29,3  54,7 

37i        16.5      95.2  21.5 


521  20.1  95.5  24.9 
542        23.1,     94.3  22.5 


X.O  xo.l  16.5  35.5 

X«0  12,5  12.0  '  40.6 

1.0  10.4  11.0  29.0 

414        22.4      94.1          X7.5        J.O  7.9  20.2  24.3 

485        20.2      95.4         23.0        1.0  13»3  li.3  5Cf.O 

96.2          17.5        1,0  fl.O  19.5  "  21.6 


415 

o 


384    ^    22.6-      93. 3      *    16.0        1.0  15.6    ^  17.0  17,* 

553        24.0      93. 9  22.0     ^   1.0  13. fl      2^,o  36.9 

660        22.6      95.9  27.3        2.0  16.2      13.5  36.3 


0.6  13.7  21028.0 

3.8  12.8  15735.0 

9.7  •       12.1  12133.0 

1.8  12.6  15414.0 
^•5  12.8  13821.0 
2.5  12.4  13509'.0 
6.7  12.7  15640.0 
0.9  13.6  1912^.0' 


^.7  12.8  14820 


2.2  12.4  13402t(r 


394        22.3       93.7  16.5 


1.0 


285^       23-7      96-1  11.0        l.Q  11.7      21-^  ^5,9 

473        19.2      94.8  23.A        1.0  '       13.i      28.0  20.3 

374        fi2.0      93,6  16.0        1.0  11.4      32.0  23.5 


546        21.0      96-. 2  25.0  1,0 


1^.2       29.0  30.8 


383        18.2      96.5  20.0        1.0  13.8      23.8  52.4 

326        17.0      94.3  18.1        1.0  19.1      22.3  31.4 


509        22.1  95.5 


2l.O 


1.0 


7.9       19.0  34.8 


^  13154.0 


2.1  12.8  17619.0 

7.2  12.4  12591.0 
1.8  12. 7  17217.0 
0-2  12.9  19942.0 
0.3  12.9  20969.0 
5-7  12.8  13569.0 
0  14  •4r^.  24151.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION. OF  TERMS. 
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huntuomery  county 

SCHOOL  SYblEn 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  {1ARYLAND  NORMS BY  SKI LL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL, ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTR-OLLED*    .        '  ' 


VOCABULARY  READXN6  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAG^  TOTAL 


-MATHEMATICAL  TOtAl 


SCHOOL  NAME         GRAOe  AVERAGE  AVERA&t    MAftV-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARYn^.  DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  -    OXFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY^  2nrc^"' 
o  ■  I  *wn        ENCE  LANDi       ENCE  "       '  '    LAND        ENCE,  "  LAND  EflCE 


6L0H0LT0WH  HILL 


SAS 


116,0 
1*5,0 


3  107,0 
b  109,0 


GE 


«»,77 
6.65 


"3,90 

b,aB 


LAND 
\  NORM 


4,6-1 
6.64 


4,02 

6,oa 


♦..16 
♦  .'01 


'-.12 
-#12 


GE 


4,98 
6.56 


3,91 
5,76 


LAND* 
NORM 


4,67 
6.55 


4.06 
6.00 


♦  .31 

-+.01 


-.17 
-.24 


-  RE' 


5.44 
6*66 


*f.?4 
6.01 


LAND 
NORM 


4.94 
6.67 


4.39 
^6.13 


ENCE, 

\ 


♦  .50 
-.01 


"  LAND 
GE       • NORM 


-.IS 
-.12 


4.A2 
6.77 


•3.65 
6.02 


4.^4 
6.^66 


4.03 
6.16 


♦  .2d 

♦  .09t 


-.16 
-.14 


6LKMArJTOWI4 


6LtN  HAVEU 


3  96,01, 
5  101,0 


101,0 
106,0 


3.33 
4,96 


3.61 
5,25 


3.3»» 
j^.30 

3.67 
.  5.76 


-.01 
-.32 


-,06 
-.53 


3.30 
5,13 


3.56 
5.49 


3.37 
5.36 


3.69 
5.78 


.07 
.23 


-.13 
-.29 


3.76 

5.n6 


3.^3 

5.70. 


3.72 
5.50 


4.03 
5.92 


♦  .06 
-.44 


.20 


J.  35 
5.23 


3.61 
5.71 


3.44 
5.55 


3.72 
5.95 


.09 
.32 


-.ir 

-.24 


GLtNALl  EN 


GLtlMMOfll 


104,0 
111.0 


.3  101.0 
5  105,0 


3.49 
6.15 


3.56 
5,33 


3.e3 

,  6,06 


3.65 
5.63 


•-,34 
♦ ,  09 


.09 
,30 


3,46 
<6,05 


3,60 
'5,46 


-5Tb9 

6,iO 


3.69 
5.67 


-.43 

r.05 


-.09 
-.21 


3.69 
'6.17 


3.80 

5.  no 


.  4.22 
6.21 


4.03 
5.00 


^-.53 
-.04 


-.23 

♦  .on. 


3.54 
5.97 


3.66^ 
5.96 


3.66 
6.?<4 


3.71 
5.64 


-.32 
-.27 

♦  ,15 
,♦•12 


GULENVkOOD 
&K0SVtM0R 
MAMMO.NY  Hlt.LS 
lUoMLA^'O 


3  100,0 
b  IU6,D 


3  107,0 
b  115,0 


3  .  106.0 
b  106,0 


107,0 
106,0 


4.19 
6.01 


4,13 
6.46 


3,90v 
5,73 


3.98 
5.64 


4,07 
*5.'79 


4.08 
6.^6 


3.95 
5,77 


3,99 
5.69 


♦  ;12 
4.^2- 


♦  .05. 
-.08 


t*.A3 
5.93 


4,39 
6.31 


-.05  3.93' 
-,04  ^^^^5,40 


-,ni 

♦  .15 


3,64 
5,75 


4.14 
5.79 


4.10 
6.51 


4.02 
5.76 


4.U7 
5.73 


-.01 
♦  .l4 


♦  .29 
-.20 


.09 
.36 


-.23 
♦  .02 


4.57 
5.79 


4.65 
6.56 


4.45 
5^54 


4.18 
6.09 


4*45 
5.93 


>  4.41 
6.62 


4.33 
y5.90 


4.39 
5.67 


"♦.12 
-.14 


♦  .24 
-.06 


♦  .12 
-.3f» 


-.01 
♦  .22 


*4.06 
6.31 


4,3_1 
6. 


4.0^ 
6.04 


3.87 
6.16 


4,08 
5^96 


4,0b 
6,63 


3,97 
5.94 


4.0t 
5.^0 


♦  .do 

♦  .35 


♦  ,2& 
-.Ik 


♦  ,08 

♦  .10 


-.14 
♦  .26 


HICiMllAriD  VlbW 


3  1UB,0 
'5  106.0 


3,98 
5.88 


4,05 
5.70 


-,07 

♦  ,ia 


4,02 
5.60 


4.14 
5.75 


-.12 
♦  .05 


4.P7 
6.01 


4.45 
5.66 


-.18 
♦  .15 


4.03 
5.74 


4.06 
b.90 


-.03 
-.16 


HlLLANJiAl.t 


^  111.0 
b  109,0 


4,23 
5,89 


4,2^ 
6.06 


VO? 
-.17 


4.12 
5,60 


4,33 
'6,03 


-.21 
-.23 


4.25 
5.<?7 


4.63 
6.18 


.38 
.21 


4.06 
5.86 


4.25 
6.21 


-.19 
-,35 


HUlJOAY  PAicK 


3  105.0 
5  100,0 


3,48 
4,79 


3,86 
5.27 


-,38 
-,46 


3.31 
4,67 


3.94 
.  5.31 


.63  *  3.69 
.44  4.82 


4.27 
5.44 


.58 
.62 


3.44 
4.99 


3.90 
5.49 


-,46  * 


tiUriGLKFOKU 


JACKbuH  ROAD 


hi  MP  rll LL 


4.37 
6.05 


4.40 
6.42 


4.  13 
6.33 


4.15 
4.13 


♦  .15 

♦  .II 


4.16 
♦  ,28 


4.64 
A, 17 


4.47 
6,13 


4,26 
^,<«9 


4,45 
6,02 


4,46 
6,34 

\ 

4,14 
6,23 


♦  .39 

♦  .15 


♦  .01 
-.21 


♦  .12 

♦  .26 


4.80 
6.25 


4.87 
6.50 


4.92' 
6. '4  5 


4.74 
6.17 


4.74 
6.52 


t^.44 
6.41 


♦  .06 

♦  .08 


♦  .13 
-.0? 


♦  .48 

♦  .04 


4.46 
6.48 


4.27 
6.49 


4,46 
6.20 


4,35 
6.20 


4,37' 
'6,53 


4,12 
6,42 


♦  .11 

♦  .26 


.10 

.04 


♦  ,^6 
-.22 


KLilSltlt'jTOii 


AKt  rloWMA'iOY 


4  103,0 
5".  104,0 


3  116,0 
b  113,0 


3,51 
5,92 


4,56 
6.49 


3.79 
e.67 


4,66 
6,67 


-,28 
♦  ,25 


-,08 
-,18 


3,23 
5,65 


4,56 
6,35 


3.83 
y5.66 


4.69 
6.50 


.60  *  3*70 


.01 


-.11 
-.15 


6.17 


4.80 

6.:s7 


4.15 

5;79 


4.96 
6.61 


Skt"  CHAPTER  4,  *SECTIDN  4.1.2  FDR  BEFINITIDNS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  DF  ASTERISK  (*) 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  ,  ^ 


-.45 
♦  .38 


.16 

#24 


3.60 

4.39 
6.42 


3.83 
5.83 


4.57 
6.62 


-.23 
-.09 


-.18 
-.20 


'843 
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TABLE  5. 


MOriTGOMEKY  COUMTT 
SCHOOL  SYSrCM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMEf^T  TO  MARY1.AND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREASt  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATU 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SCHOOL  NAMt 


VOCARULARY 


SKILL  APCaS 


LANGUAGE 


READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

^GRAUE..AVCRAGE  AVFR,G£    MARY^      UrPrFp-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVtoAGE  MA.y. 

GE        Ji^RM-      r^''     .         oE^     'i"^  -    ■  ^''^^ 


MATHE4*AJICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


NORM 


r.E 


NORM 


niFFFp-  AVERAGE  MARY- 

ENCE 


GE 


LANO 
NORM 


G&ORGLTOWN  HILL 
GLORGlAN  il)ReST 
GbUMAtiTOMN 

GLlN  Hj«VEN 

GLENALLtN 

GLLNMjg^JT 

GHEErJwOOO 

GHoSVufiOR 

HAkMONY  HI^LS 

HIGHLAND 

HIGHLAND  VlEw 
'HlLLANHALt 

HOLIDAY'  PA  IK 

HUfiG£HFORO 

■J 

JMCKSOM  RO.AD 

^  Ktr^P  MILL, 

KerjSlNOTON 
LAKE  NORMA. .DY 


3  116,0 
b  115,0 


J  107,0 


O  96,0 
5  101,0 


^•77 
b.65 


3,90' 
5,  A8 


3,33 

'♦.9a 


3  101,0  3,61 
b     1U6,0  5.25 


^  10'»,0  3,<*g 
5     111,0        6  4.  J  5 


.3  101,0  3,56 
b     105,0  :  b,33 


3  lJft,0  (♦,ig 
b     11)6,0  6,01 


3  1U7,0 
b  115,0 


'♦.13 
6,i»fl 


3.  106,0  3,90 
'b     106,0  5,73 


3  107,0  3,9ft 
b     106,0  5,Ri* 


3  ^08,0 
5  106,0 


3,90 

5,Rn 


^  111,0  («,23 
b     109,0  5,09 


3  1U5,0^  3, 1*0 
5     100,0  i»,79 


3  113,0 
b  109,0 


3  113,0 
5  113,0 


3  loa.o 

b  .  111,0 


3  103,0 

3  10<*,0 

3  116,0 

b  113,0 


'♦,52 
6,  la 


6^;53 


^♦,29 
6,61  : 


3,51 
5,92 


<«.58 
6,19 


'♦.57  +,20 
6,<*6  +,19 


3,99  -,n9 
5,9**  -,06 


i,29  ♦,0<» 
5,2b  -,27 


3,61 
b,64 


J, an 

6,U 


^,61 
5,60 


i*,n6 
.b,6a 


3,99 
6,<«6 


3,93 
S,6ti 


3,90 


i«,06 
5,68 

'♦,25 
b,9** 


3,  A6 
5,17 


t*,3fl 
6,2.fl 

**,,0h 
6,^1 


t*,57 
6,28 


4  •On 


-,>1 

♦  ,n<» 


♦  ,33 


-,os- 
♦  ,05 


-,3fl 
-,3fl 


-'♦,3a  +,i(| 

5.9*^  ♦,?*♦ 


♦  ,17 
«,25 


♦..?3 
♦  ,5fV 


3,7t^  .  -,23 
5,51 


4,01 
♦  .21 


6.56 


3,91 

5,76 


3,30 
5.13 


3,56 
5.^9 


3,<^6 
6,05 


3,60 
5,^6 


«♦,  13 
5,93 


'♦,39 
6,31 


3,93 

5,t*n 


'♦.66  +,32 
6, '♦5  ^  +,11 


07 
96 


33 
32 


,16 

*20 


,03 
,19 


5,  <4U 

6,  ^6 


6,01 


3,78 

5,06' 


3,67 
5,72 


3,87 
6 ,  1^ 


3,67 
5,b<^ 


'♦,13 
5,72 


'♦,07 
6,(^5 


(♦,00 
5,  72 


-.11  3.«3 
-.23  5.70 


-.Ul  3,69 
-,08  6,17 


-,07  .3, no 

-,lfl  5,fl0 

■^,00  H,^7 

+.21  5.79 


+  .32 


-.07 
-.32 


'♦.65 
<S.'S6 


'k5 
5,m* 


(♦.9U 
6,56 


'♦,3g 
6.10 


3.70 
b.50 


<♦.  ni 

5.87 


(♦.20 
6.25 


(♦,01 
5,fl0 


(♦,(^b 
5,87 


(♦.39 
6.56 


(♦.32 
5,a7 


♦  ,50 

♦  ,10 


-,15 
-,09 


(♦,«2  • 
6,77 


3,85 
6.02 


♦.0«  3,35 
-.■Ml  5,23 


-.18  3,61 
-.17  b.7l 


-.51 
-.Ofl 


-.21 

♦  .no 


.0^ 


.26 
.00 


♦  .13 
-.33 


3.5U 
b,97 


3,86 
b,96 


(♦.Or 
6,31 


,(♦.31 
6,52 


•♦•05 
6,0(1 


(♦,51 
6,58 


(♦.02 
6.13 


3.(^J 
5,53 


3,69 
5,9J 


3,85 
6,28. 


3,69 
5.83 


'♦,07 
5.91 


(♦,02 
6.58  * 


3.96 
5.9i_ 


(♦.8(^ 
6.17:> 


(♦,(♦7 
6.13 


(♦,26 
6,(^9 


3.23 
5.65 


(♦,5& 
6.3b 


3.93 
5.2(^« 


(♦.46 
5.96 


(♦.(♦6 
6.29 


(♦.13 
6.13 


3.80 
5.56 


(♦.66 
6.29 


-.62  ♦  3.A9 
-.37  (♦.P2 


(♦.26 
5N(^2 


♦  .38 

♦  .21 


♦  .01 
-.16 


♦  .13 

♦  .36 


6.95 


^.50 


(♦.02 
6.  US 


-.b7  •  ^.70 
+.09  6.17 


-.08 
♦  .06 


(♦.00 
6.X7 


(♦.76 
6.10 


(♦.76 
6.(^1 


(♦.(♦5 

6.,25* 


'1 . 1(^ 
5.72 


'4.9(^ 
6.(|1 


-.57 
-.60 


♦  .n(^ 

♦  .15 


♦  .11 

♦  .flo 


♦  .(♦•7 

♦  .20 


-.(♦(♦ 
♦  .(♦5 


.1(^ 


3.(^(^ 
•(♦.99 


(♦.(♦6 
6. (♦ft 


(♦.27 
6.(^9 


(♦.(fO 
6.2c 


3.60 
b.7(* 


(^.39 
6.(^2 


3.91 
5.(^6 


(♦.3(1 
6.13 


(♦.3(* 
6.(^3 


(♦.07 
6.28 


3.80 
5.76 


(♦.51 
^..(♦3 


♦  .31 
+  .19 


,17 
.11 


.06 
•  30. 


-,0fl 
-.20 


.31 
•  31 


♦  •17 
^•13 


♦  •01 

♦  •^P 


♦  •29 
-•06 


♦  •09 

♦  •13 


-.01 
t.l6 

3.8(^ 
5.7b 

(♦.07 
5.72 

-.23 
♦  .03 

(♦ 
6 

.38 

.09 

(♦ 
5 

.39 

•X)l 
•  22 

3^87 
6. 16 

(♦.02 
5.91 

-.15 
♦  .25 

-.08 
♦  .20 

(♦.02 

5.  ad 

(♦.13 
5.72 

-.11" 
♦  .08 

(♦ 
6 

07 
^1 

(♦ 

•  5 

(♦b 
87 

♦ 

.'in 
.i(^ 

(♦. 

b.7t* 

(♦,07 
5.9^ 

-40(^ 

-.17 

-.0? 
-.05 

(♦.12 
5.80 

(♦.33 

-•21  , 

(♦. 

?5 

(♦« 

63 

^.Of, 

(♦.23 

-.17 
-.27 

5.96 

-•16' 

5. 

Q7  . 

6« 

10 

13  ' 

b.p6 

6.13 

-.(♦7  ] 
-.(♦7  1 


♦  .12 

♦  .35 


-.071 
♦  .06  1 


♦  .(♦1  I 
-.081 


.20  1 
.02I 


-.121 


^     SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FDR  DEF IN  I T IDNS  OF 
ACGDMPi^NYlNG  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  •>  ^ 
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(LAKEWOOD  •'—OAKLAND  TERRACE) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVFL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
%  PROFILE*  .  '  . 


.'is 


SCHOOL  NAME 


PBfcCtNT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY  . 

ORGANI- 

:ENBOLL- 

STAPP 

ATTEN- 

ZATION 

MENT 

JRATIO 

D^ANCE  ^ 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Total  no. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADHIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER '5 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


^SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAIJ- 

VAN- 
TAOED 
(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INC0>1E 
(4)  ' 
(12) 


LAK^OD  . 
LARCHMONT 

tAYtONSVlLLE 

f 

LONE  OAK 
LUCY  fiARNSLEY 

lux8ano^-> 
lynnbrook 


MACDONALlKKNOLLS 


MCKENNEY  HILLS 
MEADOW  HALL 
MILL  CREEK  TOWNE 


NORTH  LAKE 


OAKLAND  TERRACE 


•K-i 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


^ONOCACY 
MONTGOMERY  KNOLLS  K-6 

MONTROSE  ^  K-6 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE  ESTA  K-6 
NORTH  CHEyY  CHASE  K-6 


713      "21.9      95.3  ^0.5  2.0 


3i2  20.8 


96.1 


707        20.4  94.7 

562        17.5  94.3 

747        23.7  95i9 

360        23.2  97.1 

260  18.4  93.9 

K-6            221  21.0  96.2 

PRE  K-4            424  15.5  93.3 

K-6            267  21.4  95.3 

r 

K-6            446  17.1  '95.5 

K-6            762  21.2  94.9 

PRE  K-6            174  19.1  95.7 


319        20.6  93.7 


365        22.1  95.0 


260        17.3  92.6 


350        20.6  96.5 


K-6  402        19.7  95.6 


K-6  593  21.6 


95.7 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


id 

ERIC 


29.5  2.0 


8.6       21.5  33.8 

^•0  1-0  '    14.2      18.4  40.0 

32.6  "2.0  12.0       22.0  20.2 

30.1  2.0  '    10^0      20.7  40.5' 

7.7       16.5  ^4.9 

14.5  1,0  8.2      19.0  29.6 

13.1  1.0  13.3       11.0  24.8 

9.5  1.0  .12.9       16,0  66.7 

26.3  1.0  14.1       38.0  22.0 
« 

11.5  1.0  13.9       21.0  48.0 

25.0  1,0  ,    11.1       16.0  38.5 

34.0  2.0  7.3       23.0  27.8 

8.1  1.0  17.6       23.5      32.9  ' 

14.5  1.0  13.5       20.0  19.3 

15.5  1.0  13,3       31*7  ,36.4 

^"^•0  1-0  15.6       23.7      53.3  ' 

16.0  1.0  i&.9       25.0  29.4 

23.5  1.0  8.6       23.9  36.7 

26.5  1.0  15.3       19.0  40.0 
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2.3  13. 3  22014.0 

3.4  13.7  ^  22^35.0 
6.8  12t4  ■    *  14025.0 

2.4  12.4  13891.0 

■  .  f 

0.0  13.0  19780.0 
i 

0.0  14.6  25069.0 

3-4  12.8  145891 0 

•4.1  12.6  14452.0 

10.2  11.9  11590.0 

6.3  12.7  .  16748.0 

6.6  12.5  15670,0 

0.2  12.9  17335.0 

12.8  12.0  10648.0 

3.6  12.8  19474.0 

1.8  12.7  '  1370^.0 

«.5  12.3  10684.0 

4.6  13.8  21546.0 

1.9      ^  12.9  22261.0 

4.6  12.6    \  16038.0 


(LAKEWOOD  -  OAKLAND  TERRACE) 


TABLE  4* 


H0riT60M£KY  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSrCM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITK  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AR£aS 


VOCABULARY 


RCA0XN6  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


bCHOOL  NAME  GRADE  aVCRAGE  AVERAGE,,  MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OJ^P^R-  AVER/>GE  MARY- 


SAS 


GE 


LANO 
NORM 


E|:CE 


GE 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


LANO 
GE  MORM 


LAKEiiUOO 


3  XXti.O 
5  113.0 


4.1S 
6,30 


6.52 


-.31 
-.22 


».27 


4.53 
6.40 


-.26 
-.OH 


4.49 
6.44 


4.61 
6.57 


-.32 
-.13 


4.24 
6.42 


4,44 
6. SB* 


-.20 
-.16 


LAHCHMONT 
LAYTOU^VILlE 


J  111.0 
b  112.0 


^  10ft. 0 
5  111.0 


4.22 
6.96 


3.96 
5.09 


4.33 
6.46 


4fc05 
6.0'* 


-.11 
♦  .4A 


-.09 
-.15 


4,26 
6.90 


4. 10 
6.11 


4.36 
6.36 


*  4.13 
6.06 


-.06 
♦  .54 


.-.03 
♦  .03 


4.40 


4.30 
6.07 


4.6** 
6.49 


4.44 
6*23 


-.24 
♦  .20 


-.14 
-.16 


4.03 
.  6*.  87 


4.00 
6.30 


4.29 
6.51 


4.07 
6.25 


-.26 
♦  .36 


-.07 
♦  .05 


LOME  OAK 


3  100. 
5  99,0 


3.59 
4.50 


3.59 
5.25 


-»75  • 


3.49 
4.44 


3. 63 
5.27 


•  63 


3.63 
4%l)0 


3.97 
5.41 


-.34 
-1.01 


3.42 
4.7J 


3.66 
5.46 


-.24 
-.75  ♦ 


LUCY  UaRNSlEY 


3  115,0 
b  113,0 


4,46 
6,67 


4,51 
6,42 


-,05 
♦  .25 


4.54 
6.39 


*  M;56 
6.34 


-.04 
♦  .05. 


.4.69 

'6.65 


4.66 
6.51 


♦  .03 

♦  .14 


4.46 
6.61 


4.47 
6.52 


-.01 
♦  .09 


LUxMAilOR 


LYNNBHOOK 


3  119,0 
b  li9,0 


3  106,0 
b  111,0 


4.73 
6.96 


3.63 
6,22 


i  4.65 
7,10 


3.95 
6,09 


-,12 
-,14 


-,3? 
♦  ,13 


4,90 
6,73 


3,55 
6,17 


4,69 
6*94 


4,02 
6.12 


♦  .01 
-.21 


-.47 
♦  .05 


5.13 
7.22 


3.63 
6.^5 


7.04 


I. 


34 
6.23 


-.01 
♦  .16 


-.51 
♦  .1? 


4..a3 

7,15 


3,67 
6,09 


4,73 
7,04 


3*^7 
6,26 


♦  .10 

♦  .U 


-.30 
-*17 


MACCONALO  .^NOLLb 


3  106,0 
5  110,0 


3,59 
6,05 


3,94 
6.01 


-.35 
4  .04 


3.64 
5,65 


4.01 
6.03 


-.37 
-.16 


4. 11 
5.71 


4.33 
6.17 


-.02 
-.46 


3.63 
5.96 


3.97 
6.19 


-.14 
-.23 


mahyvale 

MCKENrirY  MILLS 


3  1U3,0 


3  loa.o 

5  113,0 


3,30 


3,50 
5,69 


3,72 


4.06 
6.29 


-.'♦2 


-.56  • 
-.40 


3.46 


3,70 
5,70 


3,00 


4,14 
6«26 


,34 


,44 
•  56 


3,72 


4,  14 
5.76 


4.14 


4,45 
6.43 


.42 


-.31 
-.67  * 


3.<*7 


3.95 
5.93 


3.79 


4.09 
6.'*5 


-.32 


-.14 
-T.52 


MLAOOm  llALu 


WILL  CREEK  TOWNE 


3  106.0 
b  103.0 


3.80 
5.49 


MO(jOCACY 


MOKTOOMEHY  ^NOLLS 


MOijtKOSE 


3  112,0  4,42 
5    106, Ou«  b,9ft 


3  106^0 
S  112,0 


3  95.0 
b  105,0 


3  '105,0 
5  111,0 


3  113,0 
5  112,0 


NOUTH  LAKL 


OAKLANn  TLhRACE 


3  113,0 
5  112,0 


3  100,0 
5  107.0 


3,66 
6,04 


3.44 
5.92 


3,45 
5,13 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE  LSTA  3  97,0  .3,15 
NORTH  CHEV  /  CMaSE 


9,21 
6,56 


4,05 
6,07 


3,66 
5,53 


3,95 
5,56 


4.32' 

^,no 


3.89 
5.96 


3.37 
5.67 


3,66 
6,05 


3.39 


4,45 
6,47 


4,42 
6,44 


4,07 
5.67 


,15 
,09 


♦  .in 

...0? 


-,ni 

♦  ,06 


♦  ,07 

♦  ,05 


,43 
,92 


-.?4 


-.24 
♦  ,09 


^,37 
-.37 


.21 
.34 


3,68 

5\26 


4,22 
6,01 


3.66 
6.01 


3.41 
5.65 


3.65 
5.47 


3,20 


4,45 
6.34 


4,13 
5,90 


4,11 
5,43 


4,01  5  -.13 
5.57  ^  -.31 


4,40 
5,96 


3.99 
6.07 


3.32 
5.76 


3.95 
6.^0 


3,44 


4.49 
6,36 


4.46 
6,31 


4,13 
5,66 


-,16 
V,05 


-,13 
-.06 


♦  ,09 

♦  ,07 


,30 
,63 


.24 


-.04 
-,02 


-.33 
-.41 


.02 
.42 


3, 19 
5.?0 


4.67 
6.14 


4,n2 
6.33 


4,nl 
6,05 


4,16 
5.66 


3.54 


4.75 
6,77 


4,37 
6,27 


4.14 
5.40 


4.32 
5.73 


4.69 
6.11 


4.32 
6.21 


3.66 
5.96 


4.26 
6.21 


3.79 


4,77 
6.46 


4,74 
6.51 


4,45 
6.01 


t  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE**  SCORES. 
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-.73  • 
-.53 


♦  .1>I 

♦  .03 


-,30 
♦  ,12 


♦  .35 

♦  ,09 


-.1? 
-.53 


-.25 


-.0? 
♦  .29 


•-37 


-.31 
-,61 


3.51 
5.63 


4.20 
6.01 


3.55 
6.03 


3,54 
5,69 


3,66 
5.72 


3.22 


4,20 
6.56 


4,23 
6,30 


3.74 
5,54 


3,9fl 
5.76 


4.30 
6.13 


3.93 
6^23 


*3.45 
5.99 


3,91 
6,24 


3.46 


4.39 
*6.50 


4,39 
6,52 


4,06 
6,04 


-.47 
-.13 


-.10 
-.12 


-.36 
-.20 


♦  .09 
-.30 


-,23 
-.52 


-,26 


-,19 
♦  ,06 


-,16 
-.22 


-.34 
-.50 


(LAKEWOOD  -  OAKLAND  TERRACE) 


HUNTGOMERY  COUNTt 
SCHOOL  SYbTLM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHI  EVEMENT^TO  MARYLAND  NORM^S ,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOC lOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  .  . 


SKILL  APEAS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRADE  AVEHAGE  AVERAGE     MARY-      OIFFrw-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MaKY-  niFFER 

I  *Mn.  CE  '  •   


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


LAKElNUOO 
LAiiCIIMONT 

laytohsville 

LOuE  OAK 

LUCY  ttAHNSuEY 

LUxMAliiOR 

LYuNUHrtOK 

MACOOUALD  KNOLLS 

MAhYVALE 
MCKENNrr  MILLS 


MILL  CPtEK  TOwnt 
MOiiOCACY 

MONTGOMERY  KNOLLS 
M0:<4TR0SE 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE  tSTA 
NOhTH  CHEVr  CHASE 

NOHTH  LAKE 

OAKLAND  TLHRACE 


SAS 


b  113.0 


^  111.0 
5  112,0 


3  lUO.O 
5  111,0 


3  100,0 
b  99,0 


3  115,0 
5  113,0 


3  119,0 
5  119,0 


^  106,0 
5  111,0 


3  I0o,0 
S  110,0 


GE 


(».  16 
6,30 


6,96 


3.96 
5,69 


3,59 
4,50 


t»*(»6 
6.67 


'♦.73 
b,96 


3.63 
6.22 


3,59 
6,05 


3     103,0  3,30 


3  ion,o 

5  113,0 


3  106,0 
3  103,0 


3  112,0 
b  106,0 


3  1U6,0 
b  112,0 


3  95,0^ 
5  105,0 


3  105,0 
5  111,0 


3,50 
5,A9 


3,60 
5,49 


<«.<f2 
b,90 


3.66 
6,04 


3,44 
5,92 


3.45 
5,13 


LAND 
NORM 


4,44 
6,26 


4,25 
6,20 


4,06 
6.11 


3,54 
5,08 


4,51 
6.2B 


4.76 
6,60 


3,93 
6,11 


:5.93 
6,03 


3.74 

4,06 
6.26 


3,93 
5,42 


4,31 
5.65 


3.93 
6.20 


3.22 
5,60 


3,66 
6,11 


GE 


-•26  I  4, 
♦.02    \  6, 


.27 

3b 


-.03  4,28 
♦,76  ♦  6,90 


-.10 
-.22 


+  .05 
-.5a 


-.05 
♦  .3«» 


.-.03 
♦  .16 


-.30 
♦  .11 


-,34 

f  ,o;> 


4,10 
6.11 


3,49 
4,44 


4.54 
6,39 


4,90 
6,73 


3,55 
6.17 


3,64 
5,65 


.44  ^,46 


-,56  •  3,70 
-.30  5,70 


-,13 
♦  .07 


«.ll 
♦  .13 


-,05«' 
-,16 


♦  .22 
4.32 


3,68 
5,26 


4,22 
6,01 


3,66 
6,01 


3,41 
5,55 


-,41  3,63 
-,9A  5,47 


LANU 
NORM 


4,53 
6,29 


4.33 
6.21 


4,13 
6.13 


3,60 
5.16 


4.60 
6.29 


4.66 
6.77 


4,U0 
6,13 


4,00 
6,04 


3.60 


4.13 
6^29 


4, -DO 
5.46 


4.40 
5.66 


4,U0 
6.21 


3.27 
5.64 


3.93 
6. 13 


ENCE 


-.26 
♦  .07 


«E 


4.49 
6.44 


-.05  4.40 
♦  .69  *  ft,ft9 


-.03 
-.02 


4.^0 
6.(^7 


-.11  S.63 
-.72  *  4.40 


-.06 
♦  .10 


♦  .04 
-.04 


-.45 

♦  ;04 


-.36 
-.  19 


4.A9 
6. AS 


5.13 
7.22 


6.35 


4.-M 
R.71 


-.34  3.72 


.43 
.59 


-.12 
-.22 


-.16 
♦  .13 


-.14 
-.20 


♦  .14 
♦.21 


4.  14 
5.76 


3.59 


6.14 


4.02 
6. -^3 


4.01 
6.05 


-.2«  4.t6* 
-.66  *  5.68 


3  113,0 
5  112,0 


3  113^0 
b  112.0 


3  lua.o 

5  107.0 


4.21 
6.56 


4.05' 
6.07 


3,66 
5,53 


4,36 
6,20 


4,36 
6,20 


4.06 
5,77 


-,17 
♦  ,36 


-.33 
-,13 


.R4 


4. 45 
6.34 


4,13 
5.90 


4,11 
5,43 


4,46 
6,21 


4,46 
6,21 


4.13 
5,80 


-.01 
♦  .13 


-.33 
-.31 


-.02 
-.37 


4.75 
6.77 


4.^7 
6.?7 


4.14 
5.40 


LAND 
NORM 


4.82 
6.41 


4.63 
6.33 


4.45 
6.25 


3.95 
5.34 


4. 66 
6.41 


b.«l3 
6.66 


4.32 
6.25 


4.32 
6. 16 


4.14 


4.45 
6-41 


4.32 
5.65 


4.70 
6.03 


4.32 
6.35 


3.64 
.5.60 


4.26 
6.25 


ENCE 


-.33 
♦  .03 


-.23 
♦  .36 


-.15 


-.32 
-.94  • 


♦  .01 

♦  .24 


♦  .OO 

♦  .3A 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
/  LAND 
GE  /  NORM 


4.24  4.4Q 
6.42  6.43 


4.03 
6.67 


4.00 
6.30 


3.42 
4.71 


4.46 
6.61 


4.63 
7.15 


-.49 

♦  .in. 


.01 
.47 


.42 


-.31 
-.65 


-.73  ♦ 
-.45 


♦  .17 

♦  .It 


-.30 
♦  .00 


♦  .37 

♦  .25 


-.10 
-.57 


3.67 
6.09 


3. A3 
5.96 


3.47 


3.9b 
5.93 


3.51 
^.63 


4  .2U 

b.ni 


3. 55 
6.03 

3.54^ 
5.69 


3.66 
S.72 


3       97,0         3,15  3.35        -.,20        3.20  3,40        -,2rf        3.54  3.76 


.2?  3.22 


4.,76 
6«33 


4.76 
6.33 


4  .45 
5.95 


-.01 
♦  .44 


-.39 
-.06 


•  31 
.55 


4.20 
6.56 


4.23 
6.30 


3.74 
5.5u 


4.23 
6.35 


4.  or 

6.26 


3.63 
5.39 


4.45 
6.43 


4.67 
6.67 


3.96 
^6.26 


3.96 
6.20 


3.80 


4.07 
6.43 


3.96 
5.66 


4.29 
6.06 


3.96 
6.55 


3.36 
5.83 


3.91 
6.26 


3.47 


4.34 
6.35 


4.34 
6.35 


4.07 
5.9ft 


OTffFER- 
EMCE 


1-.16 
-.01 


-;20 
♦  .52 


-.07 
♦.02 


-.21 
-.66  * 


♦  .01 

♦  .16 


♦  .16 

♦  .2ft 


r.29 

-.19 


-13 
^24 


-.12 
-.50 


-.45  ♦ 
-.05. 


-.09 
-.05 


-.41 
-.32 


♦  .16 
-r.l4 


-.23 
-.56  * 


llloH^iu^^^^^^^  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  ^ 
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.25 


-.14 
♦  .21 


-.11 
-.05 


-,33 
-.4H 


ERIC 
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TABLE  3.     .SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SCHOOL  NAHE 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

(1) 

L-^:  

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
, EXPERIENCE 

D  CD  rCMT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
QR  AJSDVc 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  1 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
.  TAGED 
(10)' 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

HEDUN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 
(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(0) 

■  ^ 

OAKVIEH 

411 

20,0 

94,3 

19.5 

1.0 

13.5 

17.0 

24*4 

7.0 

12.6 

11037.0 

OLNEY 

•J        •  • 

PI^E  K-6 

439 

21,3 

96,6 

19.6  ^,0 

9.3 

19.0 

29.1 

.  4^7 

12.7 

16607.0 

PARK  STREET 

PRE  K-6  ' 

428 

19  .9 

93.4 

21.6 

1.0 

• 

0.4 

12.3 

35,9 

11.7 

12.2 

11439.0 

PARKS  IDE 

PRE  K-6 

196 

16^2 

95.9 

11.1 

1.0 

16.0 

14.0 

33.0 

0.6 

12.0 

15922.0 

PARKHOOD 

K-6 

441 

20,0  ■ 

96.2 

21.0 

1.0 

13.4 

15.1 

22.7 

1.5 

13.4 

17731,0 

PINE  CREST 

^K-6 

^63 

20.7 

95.0 

16.5 

1.0 

12.9 

7.2 

40.6 

0.7 

12.0 

17040. 

PINtY  BRANCH 
PLEASANT  VIEW 

POOLESVILLE 

POTOMAC 

RADNOR 

RITCHIE  PARK 
ROCK  CREEK  FOREST 


554        13,9  94.4 


PRE  K-6 


ROCIt^  CREEK 
PALISADES 


ROCK  CREEK  VALLEY 

ROCKING  HORSE  ROAD 

ROLLING  TERRACE 
ROLLINGHOOD 

ROSEMARY  HILLS 


K^6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 
K-6 


K-4 


446        16.8       95.1  25.5 

541  20.0  94.7 

527  21.9  96.0    ^  23.0 

399  10.1  96.5  21.0 

606  21.6  96.4  27.0 

359  21.1  95.2 

515  19.2  95.2 

603  22.3  96.0  28.6 

608  21.0  95.6 


12.5       37.5  7.2  12.6 

1.0.  11.5       24.0      41.5  13.1  12.5 


26.0  1,0 


16.0      .  1,0 


25.9 


27.0  2.0 


9.6       14,0  14.8  10.6  '  12.0 

1«0          11.7 >    10.0  45.8 

1«0          13.1  .15.9  54.5 

1.0     .     10.5  33.5  42.9 

8.3  20.0  41,2 

1.0,          11,5  21.0  41.9 

2i0       .    13.0  -24.3  39.2 

9.5  .21.5  20.7 


114J.1.0 
14466.0 

10594.0 

3.3  14.7  26804.0 

1.9  13.3  19630.0 

0.0  14.2  20920.0 

2^.3  12.7  13712.0 

3.6  ;i,2.6  16011.0 

0.0  il2.8  1909i.0 


304        13.8       94.1  21.0         1.0'        12.7       31.0  27 

10.5  1.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  D^FINITI    4  OF  TERMS. 


95.8 

466        18.3  .^4.3 


24.5 


8.1      22.0  47.8 
1.0  10.2       34.0  29.4 


3*3  12.6  14654.0 

3  .         7.8  12.5  11089.0 

0.5  14.7  27407,0 


^•3  12.7  13719.0 
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TA^IP  4  RELATION  OF  ACHI EVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  r^fORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4-.    J^LATION^^^  _ 

CONTROLLED* 


Hdi.TGO^ERY  County 

SCHOOL  SYbrEH 


bCHOOL  tjAMt 


SAS 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


SKILL  AREAS 

/READING  COMPREHENSION 

OIKFI 
ENCE 


VOCABULARY  /READING  COMPREHENSIQN  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

3RAUE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DlFFPP-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEHAGE  HARY 

^*  6E        NORM  ftE  NOHM 


LAND 
NORM 


GE 


KATHEHATICAL  TOTAL 
OIFFFR-  AVER/6E    MARY-  DIFFER 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


OAKVILW 
OLIILY 

PAkK  STREtr 

PA.mSlOL 

PAhKauOO 

Pl»:E  CPtbt  . 

HlMLY  nUAHCM 
PLtA&AftT  ViErf 

POoLLbVlLL. 
POtOMmC 

J^AUNOM 

RlrCMlR  PAmK 

ROcK  CMEEK  F0|<LST 


HOCK  CPEE^o^ 
PALISADES  ' 


ROCK  CfiEEK  VALLtY 


ROLLING  TtitRACL 

HULLlur>»roou 

RObtMAPY  I » ILLS 


3  102.0 
b  103.0 


3  lOH.O 

b  106.0 

3  lUi^.O 

b  110.0 


3  lUl.O 
5  112.0 


3  lil.O 
b  llb.O 


3  lUA.O 
b  110,0 


b  1U2.0 


3  iU.O 

b  im.o 


4.20 
5.03 


3.5fl 
S.fll 


3.91 
St.  06 


4.05 
6.39 


4.2A 
6.53 


3.99- 
b.95 


5.09 


3rft7 

5.99 


3.70 
5.4b 


5.«3 


3.79 
5.07 


3.60 
^.20 


4.^9 
ft.?! 


4.09 
b.l4 


5.37 


4.23 
6.26 


♦  .50 

♦  .30 


-.27 
-.0? 


-.01 


♦  .37 


-.01 
♦  .0? 


•  10 
.19 


-.20 


—  36 
-.27 


3 

101.0 

3.40 

3.61 

-.13 

b 

100. 0 

5.11 

S,17 

-.06 

3 

109.0 

4.17 

4.30 

-.13 

5 

116.0 

6.63 

6.98 

-,35 

3 

109.0 

3.92 

4.19 

-.27 

ui.o 

6.49 

6.31 

♦  .10 

3 

116.0 

4.51 

4.63 

b 

113,0 

6.52 

6.54 

-.0? 

3 

107,0 

3.77 

4.00 

-.23 

b 

113.0 

b.66 

6.10 

♦  .49 

3 

100.0 

4.20 

4.07 

♦  .13 

^. 

109.0 

5.94 

6.00 

-.06 

3 

115.0 

4.23 

4.fiO 

-.27 

5 

116.0 

b.46 

6.M 

-.12 

3 

109.0 

3.70 

4.12 

-.4P 

5 

112.0 

5.06 

6.1*» 

-.20 

3 

97.0 

3.13 

3i40 

-.27 

3 

114.0 

'4.00 

V.59 

♦  .29 

113.0 

6.52 

6.00 

-.20 

3 

103.0 

3.71 

3.77 

5 

lOS.O 

r  b.l7 

uQ^f,6 

-.49 

3.02 
S.Ol 


3.44 
5.73 


4.06 
5.97 


11.12 
6.10 


4,34 
<»,77 


4,1b 
6,03 


5.01 


3»95 
6.05 


3^4b 
5.05 

4.2b 
6.41 


3.97 
6.24 


4.74 
6.35 


3.97 
6.33 


4,43 
5,95 


4,37 
6,45 


3.0& 
5.02, 


2.07 


5.01 
6.45 


3.72 
4.97 


3.76 
5.52 


3.09 
5.00 


^.07 
5.96 


3.70 
6.90 


4.35 
6.40 


4.14 
6.10 


5.44 


4.32 
6.30 


3.bO 
5.26 


4 

6.77 


4.22 
&.23 


4.b9 
6.44 


'4.00 
6.23 


4.13 
5.99 


4.50 
6.53 


4.20 
6.  IT 


3.44 


4.50 
6.50 


♦  •06 

♦  .29 


.45 
•  07 


♦.19 
♦  .01 


♦  .42 
-.02 


-.01 
♦  .29 


♦tOl 
-.07 


-.37 
-.25 


-.23 
-•21 


.01 
.36 


-.25 
♦  .01 


♦  .05 
-.09 


-.11 
♦  .10 


♦  .30 
-.04 


»21 
.00 


•  35 
.35 


4.40 
•S.72 


^•07 
5.01 


4.10 
5.04 


4.07 
6.46 


4.  to 

r6.oo 


tf  .40 
6.07 


5.?4 


4.40 
6.07 


^.74 

t.no 


4.?0 
7.00 


4. SI 
6.  SO 


4  .^2 
6.S6 


4.^6 


4.46 
6.07 


4.^3 

'  6  .69^ 


4.10 
S.90 


.57  •  S.S6 


♦  .V3 
-.13 


5i07 
6.S4 


3.03  -.U  4.06 
5.69        -.^2  «  •5.20 


4.10 
5.62 


4.21 
5.95 


4.2i 
6.09 


4.03 
t>.34 


4.65 
6.50 


4.45 
6.26 


5.54 


4.63 
6.44 


4.02 
b.39 

4. "^4 
6.00 


4.52 
6.36 


4.96 
6.52 


4.40 
-6.35 


4.45 
6.14 


4.06 

e'.'^o 


^•51 
6.31 


3.00 


4.04 
6.69 


4.16 
5.01 


♦  .30 

♦  .10 

-.34 
-»14 


-.u 

-.IS 


♦  .04 

♦  .1? 


-.07 
♦  .30 


-.05 
-.19 


-.30 


-.15 
-.37 


-.20 


-.26 
.  ^.20 


-.01 
♦  .2? 


-.34 
♦  .04 


-.04 
♦  .3? 


♦  .01 
-.07 


-.23 
-.01 


-.33 
♦  •06 


♦  .23 
-.15 


-.10 
-.61 


3.06 
5.00 


3.59 
5.72 


3.79 
b.<>3 


3.72 
6.06 


.  4.09 
6.43 


4.04 
5.06 


b.lO 


4.06 
6.?5 


3.51 
5.12 


4.09 
6.77 


3.91 
6.36 


4.^5 
6.55 


4.03 
6.30 


4.03 
5.92 


4.?f^ 
6.50 


3,94 

s.5t70 


3.32 


4.04 
6.76 


3.04 
3.13 


3.75 
5.67 


3.00 
5.90 


3. oil 
6.12 


3.73 
6.36 


4.2a 
6.60 


4.10 
6.20 


5.5q 


o  (1.22 
6^  4  ft 


♦  .U 

♦  .13 


-.29 
-.26 


.05 
.19 


^^.60 
5.^4 


4.2h 
6.0q 


4.17  w 
6.30 


4.54 
6.5i| 


4.01 
6.37 


4.00 
6.17 


4.46 
6.70 


4.12 
6.33 


3.40 


4.49 
6.70 


-.01 
-.30 


-.17 
-.17 


-.06 
-.42 


.41 


-.16 
-.21 


-.17 
-.32 


-.15 
-.12 


.26. 
.02 


-.19 
♦  .01 


♦  .02 
-.07 


.05 
.25 


.1« 

.20 


.16 
.63  • 


.16 


♦  .35 

♦  .06 


3.01  -.17 
5.04        -.71  • 


ACCDMPANVING  •*J)IFFEOENCe"  SCDOES^ 


USED  AND  EXPLANATIDN  DF  ASTERISK  (•) 
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MONTGOMERY  COUNTY 
SChOUU  SYSrCH 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHI EVEMENJ' TO- MAR YLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  ^ 


SCHOOL  U/iHC 


SKILL  APCaS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION     ^  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

GRAUE  ..EnACC  AVER.GL     h.ry-      .,..r..  AVERAGE    MARY-      DT^^ER-  AVEo.oE     M.«Y>      PI.^PR.  AVPRAGE     MARY.  OTPPER. 

NORM 


SAS 


6E 


6E 


LANO 
NORM 


ENCE 


LANO 

nE  NORM 


ENCe 


GF. 


LANO  EHCE 
NORM 


OAnVltiT 
• 

J  102.0 
5  103.0 

M.20 
5.*»3 

3,67 
5,42 

♦  ,5.T 

♦  ,4! 

3,02 
5,01 

3,73 
5.4a 

♦  .09 
♦'.33 

4,40 
5,72 

4  .07 
5,65 

♦  .33 

♦  .07 

:3,a6 

5.  AO 

3,74 
5.  6a 

olney 

Ji  101.0 
b  106.0 

3.50 

3,00 
!S,6/) 

-,2? 

4.13 

3,44 
5,73 

3.07 
5.72 

-.43 
♦  .01 

3.^7 
5,»»1 

4,20 
5.07 

-.3? 
-.06 

3.59 
b,72 

3,A5 
5t9l 

PARK  bTRELf 

3  1U<».0 
b     110. 0 

3,91 
5,8b 

3, AO 
6,03 

♦  ,11 
-,I7 

4  .06 
•5.97 

3.07 
6,04 

♦  .19 
-,07 

4,10 
5,Q4 

4.20 
6,1  A 

-.10 
-.24 

3.79 
5,03 

3^A5 
6,20 

PAKKblPE 

3  101.0 
b  112,0 

M,05 
6,39 

3,61 
f>,20 

♦  ,44 

4,19 

4.12 
6.10 

3,67 
h,2l 

*  ^^,45 
-,03 

H,07 
6.46 

4.01 
6.33 

♦  .06 

♦  .1? 

3.72 
6,06 

3,69 
6.^5 

l^At'KMuOO 

3  111.0 
b  115.0 

^,^A 

6,53 

4,25 
.  6,46 

♦  ,03 
4,07 

4.34 
6.77 

4,33 
6,45 

♦  ,0l 

♦  ,3? 

4,SA 
6,^0 

4,63 
6,56 

-,05 
♦  .3? 

4.09 
6,43 

4  ,23 
6,50 

PlhE  C9ESr 

J  lUO.O 
b  110.0 

3,99 
5^,95 

4,06 
6,03 

-,07 

-.on 

4.15 
6.03 

4,13 
6,04 

♦  .02 
-,01 

4,40 
6,07 

4,45 
6,1A 

-.05 
-.11 

4,04 
5,A6 

4,07 
6,20 

PluEY  nRAl4cM 

b  102.0. 

5,09 

^,34 

5.01 

5,40 

-,39 

5.?4 

5,57 

-.33 

b.  lA 

5.61 

PLLASA'IT  VI£.m 

^  111.0 
.    !>  IIM.O 

3,A7 
5,99 

4,2b 
6,37 

-,3fl 

3.95 
6.05 

4,33 
6,37 

-,30 
-.32 

4.4A 
6,07 

4  ,63 
6.4A 

-.15 
-.41 

4.  06 
6.25 

4,23 
6,50 

POoLtbVlLLc 

3     101 . 0 
b  loO.O 

3,<)S 
5,11 

3,61 
•5,17 

-,13 
-,06 

3.4^.. 
5.05 

3,67* 
5,24 

-.22 
-.19 

3,74 
5,00 

4,01 
5.42  1 

-.27 

3.51 
5,12 

3,69 
5,46 

POTOMAC 

J  109.0 
5  116,0 

**.17 
0,63 

ft 

4,12 
6,54 

♦  ,^5 

♦  ,0Q 

4.26 
6.41 

4,20 
6,53 

♦.06 
-.12 

4,?A 
7,0A  . 

4,51 
6,63 

\ 

4  ,00 
6,77 

4,  12 
6,65 

RAuf^OH 

3  109,0 
1>  111,0 

3,92 
6,M9 

4,12 
6,  1  1 

-,20 
♦  ,3/) 

3.97 

6^24 

4,20 
6,13 

-.23 
♦.11 

4,m 

6,^A 

4,51 
6,?5 

♦  .00 
♦ .  33 

3.01 
6.  36 

4,  12 
6,2A 

RJtCHir  PAkK 

3  116,0 
b  113.0 

6,52 

4,57 
6,2H 

4  ,J>4 

4.74 
6.35 

4,66 
6,29 

♦  .OA 

♦  <  06 

4,62 
6  ,  'S6 

4,94 
6,41 

-,3? 
♦ ,  15 

4.55 
b.SS 

4.51 
6.43 

ROCK  CREEK  FOMLST 

3  107,0 
3  113.0 

3,77 
6,66 

3,99 
^  6,Pfl 

-,2P 

3.97 
6.33 

^♦,07 
6,29 

-.10 
♦  .04 

4,^6 
6,^7 

4,39 
6,41 

-.0*5 
♦  .26 

4  ,  0^ 
6.  30 

4,02 
^.43 

ROCK  CPEtK 
PALISADES 

J  loa.o 

!>  lO'O.O 

6,9*1 

4,06 
S,94 

♦  ,14 
>  ,00 

4.43  ' 
•S.95 

4,13 
5,96 

♦  .30 
-.01 

4,46 
6,07 

4,45 
6,10 

♦  .01 
-.03 

4,0? 
5,9? 

4,07 
6.13 

ROCK  COEEK  VALLEY 

J  11J>.0 
5  116.0 

M,2J 
0,46 

4,  SI 
'  6,'i4 

-,2A 
-,0A 

4.37 
6.45 

4,60 
6,53 

-.23 
-,0A 

4,63 
6.^9 

4,00 
6,63 

-.?5 
♦  .06 

4,?n 

6,50 

4,45  ^ 
6.65 

ROCKli^a  HOHSE  moao 

J  109.0 
5  112.0 

3,70 
5,06 

4,12 
6,20 

-,4?* 
-,  3*i 

3.0b 
5,82 

4,20 
6.2\ 

-,3«> 
-,39 

^.10 
5.  OA 

4,51 
6.33 

-.33 
-.35 

3. 04 
5,70 

4.12 
6.35 

ROLLIim  TL,<HACL 

3  97.0 

3,13 

3,35 

-,P2 

2,07 

3,40 

-,53 

3.^6 

3.76 

♦  .10 

3,32 

3.47 

ROLLlnr^wOOJ 
RUSLMApY  MILLS 

3  ll'i.O 
i>  U3.0 

J  103.0 
5  105.0 

M,HO 
6.52 

3,71 
5,17 

4,44 
6,?« 

3,74 

n,f.o 

♦  •4li 
>,?4  ' 

-,m 

-,41 

5,01 
6.4b 

3,72 
4,97 

4.  b3 
6,29 

3,80 

5.  b4 

♦,40 
♦  .16 

-.OA 
-.67  * 

5.07 
6,«;4 

4,06 
5, -JO 

4.A2 
6.41 

4.14 
5.00 

♦  .25 

♦  .  n 

-.60 

4  ,  Au 
6,76 

3,64 
b,13 

4.40 
6.41 

3.00 
5.^3 

l     StE  CHAPTER  4,   SECTION  4,1.2  FOR 
ACCOMFANYINC  ••DIFFERENCE"  SCOnES, 


DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION 


OF  ASTERISK  (•) 


♦  .12 

♦  .12 


-.26 
-•19 


-.06 
-.27 


♦  ,03 
-,29 


-.14 
-.15 


-,03 
-,34 


-,43 


-,17 
-,25 


-,1A 
-,3H 


-,03 
♦,12 


-.21 
♦,00 


-.16 
♦,12 


♦  ,01 
-.13 


.q4 
.21 


.17 
.19 


.10 
•  65 


.15 


♦  •44 
♦•33 


-•16 
-.70 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  ' 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3h 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

•SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN  ^ 
^FAMILY 
INCOHE 
($) 
(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN* 
(6) 

TEACHER  ADMIN. 
(71  (Q) 

RO$ENONT 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


SADDLEBROOK 
SEVEN  LOCKS  ROAD  PRE  K-6 


SHERWOOD 


SOMERSET 


SOUTH  LAKE 


SPRING  HILL 


STONEGATE 


STRATHMORE 


SUMMIT  HALL 


xTAKOMA  PARK 


TRAVILAH 


TUCKERMAN 


TWINBROOK 


WATKIfiS  MILL 


WAYSIDE 


PRE  K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-4 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K--6 


VI€RS  MILL  PRE  K-6 

WASHINGTON  GROVE  rke  K-6 


K-6 


312  15.4  95.0  19.2  1.0,  12.2         9.7  37.6 

501  22.8  95.7  21.0  i.o  5.8  20.0  31.8 

396  24.5  96.9  15. 1  i.O  10.5  16.9  37.2 

534  18.?  94.6  2  7.5  1.0  11.3  24.0  23.1 


412  19.5       95.6  20.1 

645  24.8      94.4  25.0  i.O 

249  20.7    .  96.4  11. 0  1.0 

406  20.3  95.7 

515  21.5       95.4  23.0  i.O 


1*0  18.7       19.0  45.0 


9.0       15.4  30.8 


2.6  12.3  11108.0 


6.0  12.7  19355.0 


4.3  14.4  24074.0 


8.2  12.7  16688.0 


2.5  14.6  23764.0 


^•5  13.1  16844.0 


8.6      34.0      41.7  4.4  12.9  18326.0 


7.5       16.0      20.0  6.9  12.8 


5^6        21.7      93.5  25.0 


2.0 


586,  19.4  ^,931.4          29.3  ^.0 

/ 

387  21.3  93.5    •      17.1  1.0 

406  18.5  97.0          21.1  1.0 

772  19.2  96.4 

652  20*3  95.5 

602  21.0  94.4  26.6 


6.7       35.5  40.9 


7«4        21.3  95.9 


\  521        23.7      95.8*  21.0 


38.3        2.0  13.6  27.7  41.0 

3°*^        2«0  •    9.7  12.5  18.7 

2.0  ,9r4  22.5  38.4 

32-0       ^^2.0  9.1  15.5  26.5 

1*0  9.3  15.0  45.5 


1.1  15.0 


18811.0 


6.7       20.0      25.0  4.9  12.9  13767.0 


7.8      26.5      40.7  6.9  12.2  11507.0 


^.10.5       12.0      36.4  8.0  12.5  11396.O 


9.1       17.0       27.6  6.3  12.6,  16935.0 


0.0  14.4  24106.0 

2.6  12.3  13099.0 

3.4  12.3  12563.0 

1.0  12.8  15827.0 

2.1  13.4'  17410.0 


29463.0 


see  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS.' 
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(ROSEMONT 


-  wif*YSIDE) 
TABLE  4, 


HOtlTOUHEHY  COUfiTY 
SCHOOL  SYVIEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


&C»KK>L  NAME 


SKttt  AREAS 


VOCABULARY. 

6RAD£  AVERAGE  AVtRAGb  MARY- 
LAND 


REAOlNe  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


SAS 


at  NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIFFER-  AVERAGE    MABY-      If^l^^"  f^J^n 


EriCE- 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


CE 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

DIFFER- 
EHCE 


Gt 


LAND 
NORM 


ROSEHOMT 

3 

b 

96,0 
iOB.O 

<».t3 
5.90 

3.3«» 
5.73 

4.79  ♦ 
♦  .17 

3.07 
5.5B 

3.37 
5.02 

♦  .50 
-.24 

4.35 
6.H2 

3.73 
5.94 

♦-.50 

4.10 
6.U 

3.43 
5.9il 

♦  .67  ♦ 

♦  .13 

SAUOLEpROOh 

3 

b 

tll.O 
112.0 

4.09 
5.9M 

4.20 
6.32 

-.19 
-.30 

4.01 
5.00 

4.33 
6.25 

-.32 
-.45 

4.40 
5 .94 

4.62 
6 . 43 

-.14 
-.49 

4.10 
6.02 

4.26 
6.45 

-.00 
-.43 

SLVEN  LOCKS  ROAD 

3 
5 

109.0  . 
U'*.0 

3.02 
b.69 

4.26 
6.73 

-.44  •* 
-.04 

3.7b 
6.5? 

4.26 
6.b7 

-.51 
-.05 

4.02 
6 . 90 

4.54 

0.0' 

-.5? 
-.09 

3.70 
6.19 

4.21. 
6. 69 

-.43 
-.30 

3 

b 

107.0' 
lOfi.O 

3.6fi 
5.01 

ti.02 
^.96 

-.34 
-.16 

3.65 
5.70 

4^00 
5.94 

-.43 
-.16 

3.^5 
9.09 

4.39 
6.  09 

— .  2R 

3.06 
5.97 

4.04 
6«  12 

-.10 
-.15 

SOltERbFT 

3 

b 

116.0 
llfi.O 

(».7a 
7.50 

4.67 
6.99 

4.11 
4.51 

4.00 

6.97 

4.70 
6.05 

♦  .10 
«.12 

4 . 93 
7.99 

4 . 96 
6.93 

-.03 
♦  .66 

4.76 
7.20 

4.57 
6.94 

♦  .19 

♦  i34 

SUtjTH  LAKE 

3 
5 

102.0 
107.0 

3.01 
5.95 

3.76 
5.93 

♦  .05 
4.02 

3.60 
5.59 

3.77 
5.90 

-. 

09 
31 

3.02 
9.65 

4.10 
6.02 

_  OA 

— .  cO 
-.37 

3.74 
5.73 

3.79 
6.05 

-.05 
-.32 

siPKlNb  MiLu 

3 

116.0 
110.0 

(».52 
6.23 

4.5b 
6.16 

-.03 
4.07 

* 

4.51 
5.0b 

4.64 
6.11 

13 
26 

4  .97, 
6.06 

4.93 
6.27 

♦ .  04 

9'.  94 

4 .  5l 
6.29 

-.  15 
-.35 

SToNl^GATE  . 

3 

S 

106.0 
109.0 

3.0h 
6.S3 

3.99 
6.11 

-.13 
♦  .02 

3.94 
6.22 

4.01 
&«05 

-• 
♦  . 

07 
17 

4.42 
6.40 

4 . 32 
6^22 

♦  .  10 

♦  .in 

4  .  07 
6.(^6 

4  •  00 
6'.  24 

(  ♦  .07 
-.10 

STkATHMORE 

5 

107.0 
107.0 

3.07 

b»no 

4,01 

-.14 
♦  .20 

3.92 
5.03 

4.00 
5.04 

16 
01 

4^06' 
9.^1 

4.40 
5.94 

-.34 
-.13 

4.02 
5.73 

4.02 
9.98 

♦  .00 
-.25 

&UKMIT  HALL 

b 

1U9.0 
105.0 

4.01* 
S.59 

4. on 

h.55 

-.04 
4.04 

4.19 
5.59 

4.19 
5.62 

♦ . 

00 
03 

4^21 
5.73 

4.51 
5*75 

-.30 
-.02 

4.P5 
5.71 

4.09 
5.79 

-.04 
-.00 

TAhOMA.PARK  ^ 

3 

100.0 

3.31 

3.5fi 

-.27 

3.17 

'  3.63 

46 

3.66 

3.90 

-.32 

3.30 

^  3.64 

-.26 

TRAVlLAH 

jt 

5 

iQ5.ir 

112.0 

3.77 
6.04 

/b.23 

,--.14  ^ 
-.19 

3.94 
6,04> 

6.21' ' 

01 
17 

4.rb 
6.00 

4.26 
6*37 

♦  .00 
-.37 

3.06 
6^.49 

3. Oil 
6.^9 

-.00 
♦  .10 

TUCKEHMAN 

5 

105.0 
11*. 0 

3. on 

b.23 

4.04 
6.73 

-.14 

•-.50 

3.bb 
6.12 

.t 

4.00 
b.57 

45 

4.^5 
6.40 

4.30 
6.67 

♦  .05 
-.?7 

4.11 
b.?5 

4.01 
6.^9^ 

♦.10, 
-.44 

TMir^UHOOK 

3 

b 

103.0 
109.0 

3.53 
b.b3 

3.76 
9.00 

-.23 
-.59 

3.52 
5.44 

3.U2 
5.94 

30 
50 

T.^0 
9.9b 

4.15 
6.0\^ 

-.35 
-.50 

3.43 
5.72 

3.00 
6.09 

-.37 
-.37 

VILR^  »ILL 

3 
5 

102.0 
105.0 

3.40 
5.(»7 

3.69 
5.59 

-.29 
*.l? 

3.47 
5.60 

3.75 
5.b5 

09% 

^.no 
9. Ml 

4.09 
5.t0 

-.19 
♦  .03 

3.93 
b.72 

3.75 
5.02 

-.22 
-.10  , 

WAt»HltK)TOh  GROVt 


3  103.0 
b  109.0 


3.59 
5.6! 


3.79 
6.00 


.?0 
.39 


3.61 
5.72 


3.B3 
6.00 


.22 
.20 


3.90 
5.<»4 


4.15 
6. 13 


-.17 
-.1^9 


3,79 
5.75 


3.05 
6.16 


-.04 
-.41  . 


WATKIK!^  HluL 
MAYSXUr 


3  100.0 
5  106,0 


3  106. 0 
5  113.0 


4.20 

b.?2 


4.27 
6.26 


4.11 
5.90 


4.1b 
6.09 


♦  .09 
4.32 


♦  .11 
-.63 


4.13 
6.02 


4.27 
6.22 


4.16 
5.06 


4.U9 
6.63 


-.03 
♦  .16 


♦  .10 
-.41 


4.19 
9.99 


4. Ml 
6.33 


4.47 
&.96 


4.36 
6.7& 


V  SEE  CKAmU  4,  SECTION  A. 1.2  FDR  DEF I N  XT  I  DNS 
*    ACCOMPANYING  «D1 FFBRENCE"  SCORES. 


OF  TBUHS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 


-.20 
♦  .03 


-.4? 


4.00 
6.3ti 


4.20 
6.20 


4.  10 
6.00 


4.11 
fi.75 


-.10 
♦  .36 


♦  .17 
-.4? 


•0 


o  O 
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RQSEMONT  -  WAYSIDE) 
TABLE  5. 


montcomery  county 

SCflOOU  SYSTEM  • 


?nt?r°'^  °^  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

Q?Ai?cxi'iI^  ti°'^^^'^^'^^  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATU 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  ^ 


SKILL  ARCaS 


VOCARULARY 

SCHOOL  HAME  GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAOt  HaRY- 

^  LAMO 
^  SAS  Ot  .mRM 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
E-fCE  LAND 
GE  NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  T/>TAL 


rlr^^^'  AVERAGE  MARY-  DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY-  -  DTFFER- 
ENCE  LAND       ENCE  LaNQ  fMcE 


GE 


LAND 

NORM 


GE 


MA 

LA  . 
NORM 


ROSEMONT 

SAUOLLPRUO^ 

SLvEN  LOCKj  ROAU 
ShER«rUuO 
SO.<(ERSL  r 
SOuTll  L^Kt 
SP«1N0  MILL 

SroNEoATE 

STRATMMOHt 
SUf.Mir  HALL 
TAnOMA  PArt\ ' 

tnavilah 

»    ••^  * 

TUCKEKMAN 

TuINOROOK 

VltRS  MILL 
WASHlHC-TON  OnOVc 
CATKINS  MILL 
WA/SlJiF 


t>  ioa.o 


^  lU.O 

nz.o 


109.0 
5  iH.O 


^  107,0 

^  lon.o 


3  116,0 
^  IIA.O 


^  102,0 
i>  107,0 


^  116,0 
110,0 


<3  i06,0 
t>     10?, 0 


^  107,0 
S  107,0 


'J  109,0 
5  10!>,0 


4.13 


*.09 


6.69 


3.6/1 

b.ni 


*.7P 
7.!>0 


3.01 
5,9b 


6,23 


3.A6 
6,13 


3^.A7 
6.00 


<(,n(( 
'5,59 


^    100,0  5,31 


«J  105,0 
S>  ll2,0 


3  105^0 
5  114,0 


3.77 
6,0(| 

3.^0 
6.23 


3  1U3,0  3,53 
^     109,0  5.53 


<3  1U2,0 
5  105,0 


^  103,0 
b  109,0 


<3  ion,o 

b  106,0 


3  iU6,0 
113,0 


3.40 
5,47 


3.59 
b.61 


4,20 

6l?2 


4,27 
6.2& 


3.29 

5, as 


4,2b 
6.20 


4.1? 
6.37 


7.99 
5,flb 


11.57 
6.71 


•  •ffO'*  3,87 

♦  .0«i  5.58 


-.1ft 


,30 
.32 


.31 

.04 


4,01 
5,80 


3.75 
6,52 


3,6b 
5,78 


*.2l  .  4.88 
♦.79  •  6,97 


^•f»7  3,6a 
5. 77         , , in  S.59 


'•.57  -,0S  M,51 
e^.03         f.Pn  5,85 


3.93  -,07 
S,9«*  f.io 


5,99  .  .,!.•> 
5.77  ,,23 


.on 


b,60  .,01 
.5.54  .,25 


3.06 
6.20 


-,00 
-,16 


6,37  •,11* 


3.74 
S.9U 


3,67 


.21 
.4.1 


5,60  1..I3 


3.74 
^.94 


4,06 

'*,^6H 


-.15 
-.33 


1.14 


3,94 
6,22 


3,92^ 
5,83 


4,19 
5.59 


3,17 


3,94 
6,04 


3,66 
6.12 


3,52 

.,5,44 


3»47 
5,60 


3,61 
5.72 


4,13 
6,02 


5.93  ,,51, 
6.P'«  -,0> 


<*.27 
6.22 


3.33 
5«88 


4.33 
6.21 


4,20 
6.37 


4,07 
5*88 


4.66 
6.59 


3.73 


4.b6 
6,04 


4.U7 
5*80 


3.93 
6.2V 


♦  .54 
-.30 


.32 
.41 


.45 
.15 


.42 
.  ID 


♦.22 
^•28 


.05 
.21 


-.15 
-.19 


4. 00  -.06 
5.96  ^,26 


.15 
.03 


4.20  -,0l 
5.64  -,05 

3.60 


♦  .01 
-.17 


3.93  .  -,27 
6.37  -.25 


3.80  -,28 
5*96  -,52 


4.15 
6.S2 


4.48 
S.94 


4.02 
6. 1^8 


3f  05 
5.89 


4,03 
7.59 


3.n2 
5.65 


4.07 
6.06 


4.42 
6.40 


4.06 
5.m 


4.P1 
5.73 


-.43  ^  T.66 


3.73 
5.64 


-.26 
-.04 


3.80  -,19 
5.96  -,24 


4.13  ^,00 
5.72  ^,^0 


M.Od  ^,27 
6.29  -,07 


4,06 
6.00 


4,X5 
6.40 


3«00 
5.S6 


3«00 

5.M 


.  ^.08 
•5.04 


4.19 
5.09' 


4.41 
6.33^ 


3  ♦.70 
6«03 


4.63 
,  b.33 


4.51 
6.48 


4.39 
6.03 


4.94 
6.78 


4.07 
5.95 


4.94 
6.18 


4.32 
6.10 


4.39 
5.95 


4,51 
5.80 


♦  .65  • 

♦  ■40 


.15 
.39 


4,10 
6.11 


4.14 
6.02 


-.49 
♦  .10 


-*54 
-.14 


-.01 
♦  .^1  • 


-.25 
-.30 


♦  .03 
-.IP 


♦  .10 

A  30 


-.33 
-.14 


.30 
.07 


3.76 
6.39 


;j.86 
5.97 


4.76 
7.2fl 


3.74 
5.73 


4.36 
5.94 


4.07 
6.06 


4«P0p 
5.73 


4.05 
5.71 


3.95        -.29  3,3a 


4.;!6 
6.33 


4.26 
6.  48 


4.14 
6.10 


4.07 
5.80 


4.14 
6.10 


4.45 
5.87 


4.32  ' 
6.41 


♦  .00 
-.33 


♦  .09 
-•08 


-.34^ 
-.54 


-.17 
♦  .01 


-.16 
-.16 


.26 
.IP 


.00 
.OA 


3,A6 
0.49 


4.11 
6.25 


3.43 
5.72 


3.53 
5.72 


4,00 
6.3(> 


4.28 
6,2n 


3.41  4,69  « 
6.06  ♦.05 


4.23 
6,35 


4,12 

.6.50 


4,02 
6,06 


.05 
.33 


.34 
.U 


.16 
.09 


4.51  ♦.25 
6,80  ♦,48 


3.74 
5.98 


4.51 
6.20 


3.96 
6.13 


4.02 
5.98 


4.12 
5.83 


.00 
.25 


.15 
.26 


♦  .11 

' -.07. 


♦  .00 
-.25 


-.07 
-.12 


3.63  -.25 


3.91 
6.  35 


3.91 
6.50 


3.80 
6.13 


3,74 
5.83 


3,50 
6.13 


4.P7 
5.91 


3.96 
6.43 


-.05 
♦  .14 


♦  .20 
-.25 


-.37 
-.41 


-.21 
-.11 


-•01 
-.38 


-.07 
♦  .45 


♦  .32 
-.15 


1    SEE  CHAPTER  ht  SECTION  4.1.2  f-OR 
ACCOHFANYINC  ♦•DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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(WELLER  ROAD  -  CABIN  JOHN  JR)  ♦  .  • 

TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— -COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


t 

PROFI 

LE+                                                                                                              .  * 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADt 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

Total  No. 

AVERAGE'YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  AlOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

HEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 
(12) 

teagherIadmin, 

(5)     1  (6) 

teacher! ADMIN. 
(7)     1  (6) 

HELLER  ROAD 
HfiST  ROCKVILLE 
MESTIROOK 
WESTOVER 
HHEATON  HOOD> 
WHETSTONE 
HH9TTIER  HOODS 

\ 

WIL1.IAH  TYLER  PACE 
HOOD  ACRES 
HOODFIELD 
HOODLEY  GARDENS 
HOODLIN 

HOODS  IDE 

I  •     '  p 

HYNCATE 

SOUTH LAHN 

H  H  FARQUHAR 
ARGYLE 

CAIIN  JOHN  JR  HI 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


5-  8 

6-  fl  . 

7-  9 


639  21.7      96.1          27.5  2.0 

630  16. *      93.2          36.5  2.0 

378  22.2      95.3          16.0  1.0 

*00  20.0      95.7          19.0  1.0 

637  2^,9      96.0          28.5  2.0 

6*«  20.1      96.0           30.0  2.0 

335  21.6      95.3          l^i.S  1.0 

500  18.5      96.9  26.0  1.0 

*57^  21.8'     96.6  20. O  l.o 

3^0  19.9      95.5  16.1  1.0 

372  2^.8      95.5  1^.0  1.0 

286  20.^      95.5  13.0  1.0' 

351    ^  21.9      93. «  15.0  i.O 

502  22.3      96.1  21.5  i.O 

5^66  l^.S      93,2  37,0  2.0 

91^'  li'.ir      95.0  57.0  2.0 

772  15.1      -95.0  i,9.0  2.0 


7-9  1036        17.0  95.7 


12.1      12.^      33.9            3.8          12.6  1596^.0 

a.6      13.7    »23.*            6.6  12.6  1^351.Q 

15.3      13.8      58.8            2.4  13.8  20374.0 

12.7--    25.0       55.0            2.0  13.2  22124.0 
« 

li.7      19.0       37.7            3.0  12.6  14983.0 

1^.3      16.0       43.7        '    0.9  14.6  19348.0 

4 

9.6      15.9      29.0            3.4"  14.5  28535.0^ 

9.3      20.0      37. Q            0.9  12.8  18932.0 

11.8        9.0      42.9            3.5  14.3  25233.0 

12.2  12876.0 


15.7,  19.0  49.6 
7'.1  15.8  26.7 
9.3     "2^1.6  35.7 


1.3  14.1  18082.0 

0 

1.7  ia.8  16404.0 


10.3  15.0      50.0  e'.i  12.5  13932.0 

15.4  31.0       35.5  .1.2  13.9^  21098.0 


8.7      15,0  43^6 

9.6  18.5  49.1 

7.7  14.0  45.1 


6.7  12.2  12808.0 

6.3  12.8  16352.0 

3.8  12.8  14784.0 


58.0  3.0 


"-3      29.5  3.3  14.5  24766.0 


SeE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(WELLER  ROAD  ~ 
TABLE  4. 


IN  JOHN  JR) 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  ^ARYkAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ^ 


MOMTeOHtRV  COUHTV 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


 ••  

^  I  AMGIUOE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL  - 

VOCABULARY  REAOINfi  COHPREHENSIOM  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


SCMOnt  NAME 

nLlLEK  ROAu 
Ktlil  ROCKVILLE 
4tSTilH00K 
^csTOVER 
HHbATOti  woods 

WHtTSTONE 
MMlTTirH  KOOOS  . 

HILLIAM  TYuER  PAGE 

MuuD  ACRtS 

WOoUFlELb 

i^OuOLLY  OM^OEriS 

rfUODLlM 

WOODS  toil 

WYf.OAir 
.  IjOuTrtt^WN 


GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 

SAS 


106.0 

loft.o 


106.0 
104.0 


3  117.0 
b  117.0 


X1<«.0 

iio.o 


3  lOH.O 
5  105,0 


3  1U6.0 
b  106,0 


113.0 
tlH.O 


111.0 
lO&.O 


116.0 
115.0 


117.0 
107.0 


111.0 
X12.0 


102. n 

113.0 


101.0 
99.0 


3  IIH.O 
!>  115.0 


1U0»D 

lon.o 


H.H9 
5.67 


<«.ll 
6.6H 


4.03 
6.<tfi 


3.52 
5.32 


I*. 50 
b.9H 


5.13 
6.67 


H.5H 
5.73 


H.31 
6.3b 


3.7'* 
6.?A 


3.65 
5.26 


(4.50 
6.6b 


S.26 
6.ft5 


ENCE 


GE» 

NORM 

3.95 
5.73 

3.96 
5.93 

..01 
-.20 

3.S1 
5. 36 

3.9H 
«)»61 

-.13 
-.23 

J.  00 

H.66 
6.^6 

♦  .13 

♦  .2H 

H.6A 
6.36 

U.H9 
6.32 

♦  .19 

♦  .0<t 

3. 67 
5.53 

^•63 
5.69 

♦  .OH 
-.16 

3.99 
5.98 

H.06 
6.17 

-.07 
-.19 

H.32 
T.12 

U.b3 
6.69 

♦  .?3 

H.25 
5.66 

<4.?7 
5.65 

-.02 
-.17 

H.57 
6.60 

'  U.67 

6.n3 

-.10 
-.23 

CE 


>  -.05 
-.06 


,20 
.2^ 


♦  .29 

♦  .16 


-.13 
♦  .06 


♦  *on 

♦  .32 


H.06 
5.67 


3.67  c 
5,16 


H.99 
6.66 


H,60 
6,H4 


3.6H 


If, 13 
6,01 

<t,26 
b,69 


H,15 
5,50 


H,60 
6,56 


H,76 
S,96 


4,10 
6,52 


3,94 
6,44 


3.69 
5,27 


4,61 
6.66 


LAND 
NORM 


4.01 
5.92 


♦  .05* 
-.25 


GE 


4.01  -.14 
5.62  -.44 


.13 

•  in 


06 
69 


4.74 
6.66 


4.53 
6,20 


3.fiA 

-5.70 


4.06 
6.10 


4.51 
6.65 


4.33 
b.70 


4.b9 
6.u5 


4.69 
5.76 


4.37 
6.32 


3.76 
6.26 


3.69 
5l2a 


4.55 
6.56 


5.30 
6.U7 


♦  .25 

♦  .16 


♦  .27 

♦  .24 


.04 
.26 


4.06 
5.59 


3.^2 
^.46 


5.?2 
7.14 


5.. ^6 
6.65 


3.92 
5. '^5 


.27 
.20' 


♦  .00 
-.01 


♦  .06 

♦  .30 


.24 
.16 


LAND 
NORM 


.  4.33 
"%.07, 


4.33 
5.76 


5>01 
6.76 


4.ffl 
6-37 


4.21 
5.64 


GE 


.27 
.46 


.4t 
.30 


♦  .21 

♦  •36 


♦  .55 


-.29 
♦  .01 


3.96 
5. AO 


3.56 
5.42 


4.56 
7.12 


4.61 
6.29 


3.72 
5.77 


LAMO 
NORM 


3,96 
6.10 


3.97 
5.60* 


4.5H 
6.00 


4.44 
6.36 


3.67 
5.66 


4.43 
6.rt5 


H.^5 

6»55 


3.06 
5.65 


4.m 
7.15 


5.16 
6.60 


4^66 
6.36 


4.09 
6.42 


4.03 
5.41 


4.63 
6«67 


5. 45 
6.99 


-.23 
♦  .47 


f  .26 
♦  .13 


-.07 
♦  .24 


-.0? 
♦  •4A 


.2T 
.39 


4.06 
6.71 


3.01 
6.46 


3.54 
4.96 


4.44 
6.62 


5.25 
6.61 


nlKFER- 
CMCE 


-.02 
-.30 

-.39*^ 
-^.36 


♦  .00 

♦  .32 


♦  .17 
-•09 


-.15 
-.11 


♦  .05 
-.09 

4.55 
6.13 

4.36 
6.M 

♦  .17 

♦  .00 

4.20 
b.ll 

4.02  ' 
6.17 

f.lft 
-.06 

-.23 
♦  .04 

4.79 
7.02 

•  4.77 
6.00 

♦  .02 

♦  .22 

4.13 
b.92 

4.45 
6.60 

-.32^ 
♦  .12 

-.26 

tt  .50 
5.76 

'  4.62 
5.95 

-,iq 

3.90 
5.56 

*4.26 
5.96 

-.36 
-,42 

-.09 
-.07 

5.02 
6.74 

4«95 
6.77 

♦  .07 
-.03 

4.52 
6.56 

4.56 
6.76 

::l 

♦  .07 

♦  .16 

5.^3 
5.99 

4.96 
5.93 

♦  ..?5 
^♦.06 

4.56* 
5.07 

4.51  ^ 
5.96 

♦  .05 

♦  ,01 

U.26 
6.41 


3.76 
6.44 


3.71 
5.46 


4.44 
6.66 


5.50 
7.14 


-.2t) 
♦  .30 


♦  .13 

♦  .04 


.17 
.46 


♦  .QO 

♦  .IH 


-.25 
-.33 


W  I.  FAOOUtlAR 
AKUYLiT 

CAiilN  JOHN  JR  HI 


"^7  104.0 


10b. 0 
107,0 


113,0 
114,0 


7>32 


7,76 
9.3;> 


6.46 
10.32 


7.36 


7.40 
0.27 


't.SO 
1Q.54 


-.04 

"^♦.36 
♦  .05 


-.0? 
-.2? 


7.31 


7.6b 
6.96 


6.4-S 
10.11 


7.32 


.01 


7.36  ^.27 
9.03  -.07 


6.32 
10.03 


♦  .11 

♦  .06 


7.41 


7.1^5 
M.Q4 


6.45 
10.07 


7.43 


7.44 
9.06 


6.42 
10.15 


r'"sEE  CHArTCR  4,'S6CTI0N  4.1.2  FOR  XJEFIN I T I ONS 
*    ACCOnrANYlNC  »»Dl?'FERENCE'»  SCORES. 


OF  TERHS  USEDf  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  <♦> 


.02 


♦  .03 
-.06 


7.52 

a 
7.77 
9. 12 


6.65 
10.13 


7.60 


7.61 
-9.27 


6.5fl 
10.26 


-.06 


♦  •16 
-.15 


♦  .07 
-.15 


1.7  4  )  I  ) 


ERJC 
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(WELLER  ROAD  -  CABIN  JOHN  JR) 


TABLE  -5.     REUTION  OF  -ACMIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLANP  NOR^S,  BY  SKILL 

^l^lh^^iT^^^l}-'''  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 


>i«ONTG0MtRY  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSiEH 


^  VOCABULARY 
t.C»K)0L  NAMe\       OHAut^VEHAGE  Av5?A0t  MftRr- 
5*5  .  NOW" 


Skill  areas  * 


RrADlNO^  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 
  •                                   ^A*^    •   ^HCE  LANO  EWCE 


01  NOHM 


r«E  NORM 


•e  NORM 


'WtLLEH  HOAu 
WLST  fiOCKVlLLe 
litSTbKOOK 


3  106,0 

i>     10n,0  5,73 


J     117,0  u,7«> 


b  117,0 


i>  110,0 


7, no 


6,S(, 


3,o^ 
b,bj 


14,  f.-^ 
ft. 63 


ft.O^ 


M,06 
5,67 


3,87 
5,lfl 


#,57\  6, 


06 


4  ,?(> 


M,80 
ft.MU 


\*.    3  1U«,0 
\^  1>  .  1U5,0 

,    3,<I7  ' 
^5.f>3 

3 . 

5,60 

f  ,07 

3, AM 

5,im 

WHt  fSToNfc.  ^ 

t>    1  on ,  0 

3,'*S«i 
b,9).. 

s,m> 

#  ,06 

•  .13 

'*,l>3 
6,01 

'     3  113.0 

J  u**.o. 

**.32 
7,12 

A.  ^7 

'  -,0#, 
♦  .7^ 

M-  2i) 

;     WILLIAM  lYUrt  HA6t      4  11!,0 
^                                          5  105,0 

'  i..on 
4  .on 

M,1S 
5,50 

MOOD  ACHLS 

"3  Uft.O 
t)  115,0 

•♦,57  , 
6,60 

6. Ml 

♦ .  'i" 
1 . 1  (t 

.  M,ftO 

6,5n 

9 

MOounrLu  ^ 

3  n7,0 
J>  107,0 

'J.67 

t4.&'3 
•i.77* 

-.IM 
-.10 

M,7ft 
S,9b 

NVOOLur  GAtiOLHb 

J  111,0 
.  -3  112,0 

'^.ll 
6,6m' 

6,?0 

-.I'l 
♦  . 

t',10 
6.52 

*Oor;LlM 

.3  lu2,U 
.2*  Jl3,0 

M  ,  0  » V 

6, Mr, 

^,(.  ^ 
h,?/i 

.  .  ^l. 
1 .1'* 

^»91 

*OoOt>l'^E 

3  101,0 
^  99,0 

»»,  lU 

ft'i 

^ » 60 
'.»a7 

WYfiGAlr, 

11M,D 
t>  115,0 

<5.9h 

ft,M< 

» ,  0/) 
»  .'i? 

'^.61 

6,  no 

suutmlahn 

100.0 

7  lUO.O 

5.13 
6.67 

5.17 

(,.np 

-  ,>0<i 

*^.0b 
6,ft9 

«  M  FAPOUtUR 

7  10M,0 

7.3? 

7.?! 

»  .0^ 

^3l 

AMoYLl 

f  lOt>,0 
^  107,0 
•> 

7.7(. 

7.  36 
9,16 

.  ,14  0 

7,65 
».9o 

CAl»|N  JOHN  JU  M) 

?  113,0 
9  11<4,0' 

1 0 . 

H  ,  ('  <; 
0,gf 

•  .  »'  '< 

1  . 

0.*»  J 

io»ll 

M,00 
*S.flfl 


M.OO 
S.56 


^.7i 

6.61 


M.l>*5 
6.0M 


3.67 
5.6M 


y.oo 

5#aa 


'S 

4.M6 
6.37 


M.35 
5.6H 


M.66 
6.M5 


«».73 
B.tiO 


M.33 
6.21 


^.73 
6.29 


3.6  7 
5.16 


M.55 
6.M5 


♦.06 
-.21 


-.13 
-.38 


♦.26 
♦  .25 


♦  .27 

♦  .MO 


'.03 

".,20 


♦.13 
♦.13 


-.in 

♦.3P 


-.06 
♦.13 


♦  .03 
♦.16 


-.23 
♦  .31 


♦.21 
♦  .15 


♦  .0? 
♦.11 


♦  .on 

♦.Ml 


5.2m  ■ 

6.86  -.17 


7,36 
9.0? 


0.16 
9,05 


♦  .29 
-.06 


M.OG 
5.5? 


3.02 
5.M6 


5.?2 
7.1M 


5.^6 
6.65 


M.32 
6.03 


M.32 
5.72 


5.01 
6.71 


M.a2 
6. in 


3.«2  JH^2o'3 
5.n5  -^5,80 


<»^55 
6,13 


<l.79 
7.02 


M.SO 
•5.76 


5,0f 
6.7M 


5.?t3 
5.99 


M.32 
6.-03 


H.76 

6.Mn 


M.63 

5. no 


M.9M 
6.56 


b.Ol 
5.95 


.ii3  ^^fj 


6.n5 


M.-'a 

6.i^5 


3.96 
5.65 


i.ni 

7.15 


5.18 
6.60 


7.26         #.05  7.»il 


7. #^5 
n.oM 


J.    SEE  CHAPTER  A,  SECTMJN  4,1,?  f-fiR 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIPFERtHCe"  SC(J»<eS, 


♦  .27  n,'i5 
♦.26       in, 07 


63 
6.33 


M.07 
6.Mt 


M.Ol 
5.3M 


M.n2 

6.56 


5.M2 
1.95 


7.31 


7.Mn 

9.00 


n.ii 

9.69 


DEFlh.IipNS  or    URMS  ur,|  b  AND  WPLANATlON  OP  ASTERISK  (•) 

\J  O 
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-.26 
-.*M 


-.MO 
-.86 


♦  .21 

♦  .M3 


♦  .5M 

♦  .^7 


-.2n 

♦  .05 


♦  .?3 

4. in 


♦  .03 

♦  .5M 


,-.13 
-.OM 


♦  .on 

♦  .in 


♦  .3? 

♦  .  OM 


-.20 
♦  .5? 


<.1«» 


3.96 

5. no 


3.58 
5.M2 


M.58 
7.12 


«».6l. 
6.?9 


3.72 
5.77 


H.2Q 
6.11 


M.13  ^ 
6.92 


3.90 
5.56 


6.511 


M.56 
8.97 


Ml  06 
6.71 


3.91 
6. MA 


3.96 
6.06 


3.96 
5. .76 


«l.56 
6.72 


6.20 


3.85 
5.n3 


3.96 
6.06 


«»,3m 
fr*50 


M,23 
5.63 


M.51 
6.58 


M.^6 
5.98 


M.23 
6.35 


3.7M 
6.M3 


.05 

3.5m 

3.6q 

* 

•  31 

M.9n 

5.39 

.01 

M.M<( 

< 

M,%0 

♦ 

.59  * 

6.n2 

6.5n 

.2M 

b.?5 

5.M6 

6.ni 

7.15 

V 

♦ 

1" 

7.5? 

"7.5? 

25 

7.77 

7.61 

06 

9.12 

9.25 

♦ . 

3M 

n.65 

n.36 

♦ . 

3n 

10,  13 

10.0? 

♦  .00 
-.26 


-.38 
-.3* 


♦  ..02 

♦  .«0 


♦  .21 

♦  .09 


-.13 
-*06 


♦  .2% 

♦  .05 


-.21 
♦•42 


-.33 
-.27 


♦  .01 

♦  .00 


♦  .00 
'-.01 


-.17 
♦  .36 


♦.17 
♦  .05 

-.is' 

-.Ml 


♦  •OM 
♦.?«» 


-.21 
-.3% 


♦  .00 


♦.16  ' 
-.13 


♦m29 

♦  .11 
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(COL.^  LEE  JR  i  PARKLAND  ,JRr 


TABLE  i',     SCHOOL  'LE'^EL—CQMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCflOOL  RESOURCES 


.  PROFILE* 

i  ■ 

*> 

PERCENT 

\ 

• 

PERCENT 
STAFf^ 

MASTe.R»S 
DEGREH 

OR  ABOVE 

I  SCHOOL  /GE 

CHILDREN 

grahe 

ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 

'school 

ENROLL- 

PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3)  -> 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
^DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

r CKLCN ■ 

DtS AD- 

MEDIAN 
ED|UCA«- 

MEDIAN  . 
FAMILY  * 

SCHOOL  NAME 

MENT 
(2) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

teXcher 

(7) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

VAN- 
TAGED 

(10). 

(3 

N  OP 

HER 

l^J 

INi;OME 
(ij 

COL  E  BROOKE  LEE  JR 

Jr 

926 

16.2 

95.0*  " 

54.0  ' 

3,0 

8.9 

17.2 

•  '  ■  V 

43V9 

2.8 

1>, 

8  ■ 

172^1.0 

t       COL  JOSEPH  BELT  JR 

*    «•   '  • 

•  7-9 

1195 

16.6 

9,3.7 

69.0 

3.0 

10.5 

24.3 

44^4 •■ 

4\8 

12. 

5 

14405.0 

DAMASCUS  SR  JR 

9-12 

97a 

.15,2 

89,9* 

62.0 

2.0 

12,7 

20.3 

5>.^ 

10.1 

12. 

j;  ' 

2  ' 

13094.0 

EARLE  B"H00D«^R 

7-9 

1309^ 

19r.O 

95.6 

66.0 

3.0 

10.5 

24.8 

1 

5  ?>  ^  ^ 

2,3 

12. 

9 

19892.0 

0 

EASTERN  JR  HIGH 

7-9 

9,12 

*16.0^ 

94,0 

54.0 

3.0 

12.4 

23^5 

47.4  . 

5.1 

\ 

12. 

7 

14244.0 

EDWIN, H  BR'OOME  JR  . 

7-9  / 

905 

16,  T 

94.0 

51.0 

a. 6 

2%. 8 

37^.0 

4.2 

l/. 

5 

13865.0 

SCOTT  KEY  JR 

7-9 

1172  ^ 

Sl7.2  r 

94.2 

65.0 

^0  . 

9.1 

24.0 

39.7 

2.8 

12. 

B 

17468.0V 

GAITHERSBURG  JR 
HERBERT  HOOVER  JR 


JOHN  T  BAKER 
JULIUS  WEST  JR  H^ 

KENSINGTON  JR  HIGH 

LELAND  JR  HIGH 
MOlfihQj^RY  HILLS  JR 
MONTGOMErVv^LGE  JR 
NEHPOIfT  JR  HIGI 


7-9  1350         ie..-9    .   91.3  77.0.     -  3.0  14.4      16.'4      43.1.,        5.6  12.4 


13041,0 


7-9 


990        17.2  95.7 


54.5  3.0  ^>      ^9.6      17.3  41.7 

T-8            589        13.7  ,-94^        41.0  2.0          11.4^21.5^  4is.8 

7-*9           1093    .15.8       91.1          66.0  „  3.0  ''^     9.1      13.2^  3V9  ' 

814        16.0     -94.0       ^  29.0  2.0          12.0*    26.0  47^1 

749        17.0       94.A        i2.0  2,0          11.5.    15.1  40.9 


7-9 


7-9 


7-9 


895        14.5      93.1  5^5 


3.0  11,3      21i^6  42.3 


l-y^         1166         16.9       93.1  ;'^66^^ 


NdR^TH  BE  THE  §34^^  JR. 


7-9  1137  ^    17.0  95.4 


0.4  13.9  21542,0 

8.7  12.2  130^2.0 

5.0  .12.8  15339.0 

3.3  13.4  '  ,  18789,0 

3.9  13,7.  20044.0 

4.2  ^  12.7  14C21.0 

4.8  '12.6  14715,0 

ft'  »  ^ 

6.2  12i5  14786,0 

-1.9  13,8   *.  19953,0 

3«2  12,7  17546,0 

3«2  12,7  17119,0 


ICOL,  LEE  JR'      PARKLANB  JR)  *    /-  ^  ,  ' 

'  •      TABLE  4 i     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NOR^S,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4.     RELATION^^^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 


«OMT60t«EU»  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYbTEH 


»  SKU.L  AREAS 


bCHOOL  "NAME 


VOCABULARY 

GRAuE  AVERAGE^  AVERAGt  MARY- 
LAND 


READING  C0Mf3REHENSJ0N 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


GE 


NORM 


OlfFtR-  AVERAGE    MARY»-      OlfFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OJ^^^.^"  AVERAGE  MARY 


Er  CE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


tANOi 
^ORM 


LAND 
NORM 


DtFFER- 

r«cE 


COL  E  PROOKE  LtE.  JH    7     iQ7 ,0 
9-  110.0 


COL  JOSEPH  8EL1  JR  ;    7  106.0 
9  lOB.O 


DAMASCUS  S.<  JR  f 
EAULE  P  WO  JO  Jn"^ 

EASTErtt*  JM  HIGH 
SCOTT  KEY  JRt  , 


>  JULlUi»  WtSr  JK  HI 


9  107.0 


7  106,0 
9  109.0 


7  106,0 
9  106,0 


7  106.0 
9  109,0 


9  107;0 


*GAlT*itRSliUnG  JK  7  lOS^O 

HLKUEMT  HOOVtrt  JR 


7  107,0 


7  iOB,0 
9  110,0 


8.01 
9.84 


7.26 
9.17 


9.07 


7  112,0  8,28 
9     115,0  10.28 


7.72 
9,55 


7,48 
8,96 


8,03" 
9,95 


7,3t5 
9.2Sv 


7  113.0  'iB.37 
9     116,, 0  10,32 


7,40 


8,04 
9,48 


7.70 
9.69 


7.51 
9.34 


9.16 


8.30 
10.31 


7.|9 


7.49 
9.31 


7.61 
9,61 


♦  .31 
^.15 


7.81 
9,52 


-,25  7,2S 
%.,17  )  9,08 

-,09  9.11 


-,02  ^.31 
-,03  10.14 


♦  ,23  -7.63 
♦.12  9,36 


-,01 
-,35 


B,42 
10.53 


7,50 


7,74 
9»5« 


-,10 


4,30 
-,1^ 


7,49 
8,80 


♦^42  8.00 
..♦,34  9,«j5 


7,36  f -.03  "7.36 
'  9,16         ^,1?  9,14 


-,05  8,26 
-,21  10,15 


7,42 


7,93 
9,30 


7.63 
9.45 


7.48 
9.15 


9.02 


8.18 
10.10 


7.47 
9.26 


7.47 
9.14 


7.35 
9.00 


8.27 

ia-20 


7.56 


7.68 
9.40 


♦.18  7.04 
♦.07  '9.61 


-*Z0 
-^.07 


♦  .09 


♦  .16 

♦  .10 


♦  •6f> 
-.34 


7.54  ♦.46 
9.35  ^.33 


♦  .01 

♦  .14 


-.14 


♦  .25 
-.10 


7.  ?7 

8.  -97 


8.68 


♦^.13  .  8.47 
♦,04  10.18 


7.60 
9.59 


^  7.?9 
8. 95  „ 


7.A2 
9*73 


7.44 
8.n9 


-,01  8i70 
->«5  10,38 


7.33 


7.ft7 
9.18 


7.71 
9.4^ 


7.52 
9.1** 


9.00 


8.24 
10.04 


7.51 
9.21 


7.50 
9.11 


7.65 
Q.39 


»  7.39 
8.98 


a.  32. 
10.17 


7.57 


7.71 
9.36 


♦  .25 

♦  .15 


-.25 
-.17 

-.32 


♦  .23 

♦  .14 


♦  .09 

♦  «38 


.21 
.16* 


♦  .17 

♦  .34 


♦  .O? 

♦;oi 


♦  .38 

♦  .21 


.24 


♦  .16 

T.18 


7.89 

9,70 


7.73 
9.13 


9.29 


8.60 
10.34 


7.69 
9.35 


7.36' 
9.16 


8.06 
9.85 


7. 'is 
.9 . 12 


8.46 
10.26 


7.78 


7.9fl 
9.48 


7.91  :  -.02 
9r^9    ;  +.01 


7.>3  *^00 
9.38  V  -•25 


9.25  +.04 

8.49  ^  +.1^ 
ld»3l  ♦.03 


7.70  -.01 
9.47  ,  -.12 


t.71  -.35 
9.36    ^  ^.20 


7.84  ♦.2>' 
9.60  +.25 


7.58  -.03 
0.23  -.11 


8.5?  -.06 
10.40  -.14 


7.8fl 


.02 


7.92  ^.06 
9.61  -.13 


KbnSlNGT'ON  JR  hlGH      7^  108.0  8.51 
9     110,0  10.31 


r«83 
9*80 


4.68 

4^51 


8.22 
9,97 


7,74 
9,46 


♦  .48 
4.51 


8.94 
9.99 


7.82 

9«52 


♦  .4? 

♦  .47 


7.99 
10.07 


7.99°  ♦.Op 
9.71  ^.36 


LtLANj  JK    1 1  Gil 


7  114,0 


MOriTGOMLHY  HILLS  JR  *  7  l06,0 
9  107,0 


8.76 


n,4B 


4,30 


8,5& 


9     ll7io       10.73       ^10.53  .^4.?^  10.37 


7.&7^ 
.9^.2^ 


7.52 
9.28 


4.05 
-.0? 


7,49 
9, OB 


8,34 

ro.28 


7.48 
9.04 


♦.22  8.71 
♦.09  10.69 


♦  .01 

♦  .04 


7.35 
8.01 


a.  3b 
10.18 


7*54 
9.08 


4.36 
♦  .51 


-.19 
-.17 


8.63 
10.28 


7.68 
9.22 


8.57  4.06 
10.46  -.18 


7.73  -^wOB 
9.29  -.07 


MONTGOMERY  VLGE  JR       7     107,0 '  7,90 
9     108,0  9,*52 


7.62 
9,36 


4,2»\  7,91  K  7.58* 
4.16         9,39  9,16 


♦  .33 

♦  .*23 


'  7.B4 
9.13 


7.62 

9*^.6 


♦  •22 
-.03 


8.09 
9.54 


7.83  ^.26 
9,39  ♦.IS 


NL*POin  JK  HflOM 


7  105,0  7,28 
9     108.0  9,34 


7,42 
9,36 


'  -.14 
-.02 


7,24 
9,20 


7.39 
9.17 


-.15 
♦  .03 


7.35 
9.06 


7.46 
9.16 


-.11 
-.10 


7.55 
9.32 


7.65  -.10 
9,40  -.08 


NOpTH  n£Th,.SOA  JR 

PAINT  HHAHCH 
PAhKLAND  oh  Ml oh 


7  114,0  B.49  fl.47 
o     118,0       10. 5L  10^62 


9     108,0        9,49  9,52 

7  108,0  7,>H  7,80 
9     107,0        9,27  9.40 


4,02  8,33 
-,11  10,21 


-,03 

-,62 
-.1^ 


9,21 


7,67 
9,22 


8.33 
10,39 


9.24 


7.73 
9.11 


♦.00  8.57 

-.18  10.25 


.03 


-.06 
♦  .11 


9.P2 


7.71 
Q.ll 


8^33 
10.26 


9.31 


7.80 
9.20 


i'sEE  CHAPTER  A, 'SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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Lie 


.  ♦.24 
-.01 


-.09 


8.71 
10.39 


9.b8 


.09  7.92 
.09  9.16 


8.55  ♦.16 
10. S5  -.16 

9.50  -.42 


B.02  -,.10 
9.38  -^22 


(COL.  LEE  JR  -  PARKLAND  JR) 


TABLE  5. 


MONTGOMERY  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYS r EM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

ctaJ^^tI'^I^!!"'^^^'^^^^  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  .  . 


SCHOOL  Name 


^  VOCABULARY 


SKILL  APE AS  , 

READING  COMPREHENSION  tANGUAOE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


5AS 


6E  NORM 


6E  NORM 


6E  NORM 


NORM 


COL  E  RROO/.E  LtE  J«     7  107,0  8, Oik 

9  110,0  9.atf' 

COL  JOSEPH  BtLr  JK       7  106,0  7,^6 

^9  108,0  9.17 


DAMASCUS  SU  JK 
EAMLE  P  WOOD  JH 

EASTEKr*  JR  Hl&hi 

EU^IN  I'  BK^OMC  JP 

SCDTT  KEY  JR 

GAlTHLRSaU:<G  JH, 

HEHBbHr  HOOVER  JP 

JOHN  T  BAKlm' 
JULIUS  WEST  JR  HI 


9     107,0  4,07 


f  112.0  8.28 
9     llS.O  10.28 


7  106,0 
9  109,0 


7  106,0 
9     1 03 , 0 


7  106,0 
9  109,0 


7  105,0 
^  107,0 


7  lOfl.O 
9  110.0 


LELAflU  JR  HIGH 


MUNTGOMERY  HILLS  JR    7  106.0 
9  107.0 


MDNTGDMERY  VLGE  JR      7  107.0 
9  lOfl'.O 


NEWPORT  JK  HIGH 

NOkTH  PETHcSOA  JP 

PAINT  pRAnCH 
PARKLAND  JR  HIGH 


7  iOS.O 
9     100. 0 


7  108.0 
9  107,0 


7»72 
9.S& 


7.48 
B.96 


6.03 
9.9S 


7.33 
9. 28 


7  113.0  8.37 
9     116.0  10.32 


7     107.0  7.49 


0.04* 
9.48 


Ktf<SI.<GTON  JR  HIGH      7     iBfl.O  8.51 
9     110.0  IU.31 


7  il4.0  8.7b 
9     117.0  10.73 


7.S7 
9.26 


7.90 
9.S2 


7.38 
9.34 


7  114.0  8.49 
9     118.0       10. SI 


9     108.0  9.49 


7.78 
9.27 


7,S8 
9.51 


7.47 
Q.28 


8.13 
10.08 


7.47 
•  fl439 


7.47 
•).28 


7.47 
9.39 


7.36 
9.16 


8.24 
10.19 


f  .33 


-.21 
-.11 


7,81 
9,S2 


7.28 
9,08 


-.09  9,11 


f.lS  8,31 
♦.20  10.14 


7.69 
9.51 


7.69 
9. SI 


n.3& 
in. 31 


7.47 
<).16 


.7.S8 
9.28 


7.36 


<^.3S 
10.42 


9.28 


7.69 
<).16 


♦  .2?5 
f  .16 


♦  .01 
-.32 


f  .S6 
•♦.S6 


♦  •1? 


7.63 
9.36 


7.49 
4.80 


6.00 
9.66 


7.36 
9. 14 


4.13  8.26 
f.l3      10. IS 


7.S8         -.10  7.42 


f  .35 
-.03 


7.93 
9.30 


♦.0?  •  8.22 
♦.00  9.97 


f.43  0.56 
♦  .'♦2  10.37 


4.10 
^.10 


♦  .32 
4  .24 


-.08 
4.06 


7.49 
9.08 


7.91 
9.39 


7.24 
9.20 


4.14  8.33 
4.09  10.21 


7.S6 
9.36 


7.46 
9.  14 


A.06 
9.97 


7.46 
9.26 


7.46 
9.14\ 


7.36 
9.02 


8.16 
10.08 


7.56 


.  7.66 
9.36 


7.66 
9.38 


8.26 
10.20 


7.46 
9.02 


7.S6 
9.  14 


7.36 
9.14 


8.26 
10.32 


♦  .25 
4.14 


.18 

.0|^ 


9.02     '  4.09 


7.94 
9.61 


7.97 
8.97 


8.68 


♦.2S  8.47 
♦.17  10.18 


♦  .17 

♦  .10 


♦  .03 
-.34 


7.46  ^.54 
'9.26  -4.42 


♦  .00 

♦  .12 


7.60 
.•59 


7.  ?9 
8.95 


7.<<2 
9.73 


7.44 
8.Q9 


♦.10  8. 70 
♦.07  10.30 


.14  7.13 


♦  .27 
-.08 


♦  .56 

♦  .59 


7.87 
9.18 


8.  ?4 

9.  Q9 


4.30  8.71 
♦.17  10.69 


♦  .03 

♦  .06 


♦  .35 

♦  .25 


-.12 
♦.06 


7.. 15 
8.01 


7.^4 
9.13 


7.  IS 
<».06 


♦  .07  8.^7 
-.11  10.25 


7.57 
9.30 


6.02 
9.79 


7.49 
9.20 


7.49 
9.i0 


7.49 
9.20 


7.40 
9.00 


a. 11 
9.69 


7.66 
9.30 


7.66 
9.30 


8.19 
<).99 


7.49 
9.00 


7.57 
9. 10 


7.40 
9. 10 


6.19 
10.09 


♦  .37 

♦  .31 


7.49  -.22 
9. to     •  -.13 

9.00 


7.89 
9.70 


7.73 
9.13 


7.8o 
9  •58 


7»7l 
9*36 


♦•*»5  8.60 
♦.3q  10.34 


♦  .11 

♦  .39 


.20 
.15 


♦  .33 

♦  .53 


♦  .04 
-.OJ 


7.69 
9.35 


7.36 
9.16 


0.06 
9.05 


7.5S 
9. 12 


♦t50  .  8.46 
♦  .4<1       10. ?6 


7.57  -.24 


♦  .21 
-.12 


7.78 


7.9fl 
9.48 


♦.58  7.99 
♦.6®  10.07 


♦•5?  8.63 
♦.70  10.28 


.1«» 
.09 


♦  .?7 

♦  .0.3 


^.05 
-.04 


7.68 
9.52 


6.09 
9.^4 


7.56 
9.32 


♦.38  8.71 
♦.16  10.39 


♦  .^1        9.21  .  ^    .9.14         ^.07        P. 22  9.10 


♦  .09 

♦  .11 


7.67 
9.22 


7.66 
9.02 


♦  .01 

♦  .20 


..X 


7.71 
Q.ll 


7.66 
9.00 


♦  .06 

♦  .11 


9.08 


7.95 
9.16 


8.27 
10.12 


7.71 
9.47 


7.71 
9.56 


7.71 


7.61 
9.25 


6.36 
10.23 


7.80 


7.89 
9.58 


7.89 


8,45 
10.34 


7,71 
9,25 


7,80 
9.36 


7.61 
9.36 


8.45 
10.45 


9.36 


,  7.69 
9.25 


♦  .09 
♦.12 


♦  .02 
-.23 


-.32        9.29  9.25  ^.04 


♦  .33 

♦  .22 


-.02 
-.12 

*.35 
-.20 


♦  .S5 

♦  .36 


-.06 
-.13 


♦  .JO 

♦  .03 

->02 


♦  •09 
-.10 


♦  .10 

♦  .49 


♦  .16 
-.06 


-.03 
-.03  „ 


♦  .29 

♦  .16 


-.06 
-.04  • 


♦  .26 
-.06 


.28 


♦  .03 
-.09 


*    *«^Sp^\""GXfm«^  °'  EXPLAN>,Of(  OF  ASTERISK,.., 
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(POOLESVILLE  SR  JR  -  WHITE  OAk  J)^) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— -COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SCHOOL  NAHE 


GRADE 
ORGAN  I 
^ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AV€RAGE 

DAI-LY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


.  TOTAL  NO.; 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
19} 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 
'  DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERQENt 
DISAD^ 

VAN- 
TAG  ED 

(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(II) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 
(12) 


REDLAND 


ROBERT  FROST 


42.1 


7.3      19.9  26.4 


7.2      17.7  36.9 


POOLESVILLE  SR  JR    PRE  K,   7-12  646         14.1   ^  :?91.3  ^  43.  j  2.0  13.2*  19.0 

RANDOLPH  JR  HIGH                 7-9  784  14.8  '  93.2  51.0  2.0 

7-9  934  15.3      94.4  59,0  2.0 

7-9  1148  17.7      95.6  * 

^ROCKVILLE  HIGH                    9-12  1301  16.1      90.6  78.0  3.0  12.6  19.0 

SHERWOOD/jTR^Jr'*       PRE  ^K,  9-12  1150  16.8      88.6  66.3  2.0  10.6  10.5 

7-9  *  lUl  16.3  ^  95.5 


62.0        3.0  7,9      17,0      43. 0 

56. • 

38.6 


SLIGO  JR  HIGH 

TAKOMA  PARK  JR  HI 

THOMAS  S  WOOTTON  JR 
THOMAS  W  PYLE  JR 

TILDEN  JR 

WESTERN  JR  H^GH 

WHITE  OAK  JR  HIGH 


7-9 


67.0        3.0  10.5      ^1.8  40.7 

851        14.2      89.9  57.0  3.0 


9-12        1357        16.9      92.7  77.5        3.0  10.5  l4.7 


7-9  1220        17.9-    96.2  65.0  3.0 

h6        17.3      95.6  40.5  2.0 

7-9  875      •  15.3      95,. 4  54.0  3.0 


9.3  29 


10.1      23.5  .  43.5 


11.8      24.0  43.9 


7-9  1337        16.9      95.7  76.0        3.0  11.1  26.5 


10.9  12.0  10812.0 

3.3  12.5  13590.0 

• 

^•^  12.7  16127.0 

2.0  13.4  210»3«0 

5*5  12.5  15201.0 

7.4  12.8  16275.0 


3.1  12.6  16613.0 


8.3      19.5      33.3  7.4  12.5  11471.0 


"^^'S   '         2.4  '   13.5  21072.0 

33.8            2.7  14.6  24811.0 

0.6  13.1  17591.0 

2.3  14.0'  21551.0 

1.2  12.9  20103.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  0^  TERMS. 
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.   ^(POOLESVILLE  SR  JR  -  V?HlTE  OAK  JR)  . 

TABLE  4      RELATION  Ot=  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SktLL 
TABLE  4,     RELATION^U^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 

MONTGOMERY  COUhTY 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM  ..  .  . 

SKILL  AREAS 

'     VOCADULARr  •    READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL    '  MATHEMATICAL  VoTAL 

SCHOOL  NAME-         GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    M4RY-      DI Jer-  AVERACE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      niF^FR-.  AVERAGE    MARY^    '  OTFFER^ 


LAND 

SAS    ^         GE        NORM       '  GE  NORM 


6E        NORM  OE  NORM 


P0OUESV.UU  SK  UR    . .   ioj.o      6.ea       j.,.  J.JO       7.«     *.07  j.oj  J.u 


K..OOUPH  O..  H.OH  7     J07.0  7.S«        .00  ..Se        -.OS        7..0^  l^S        Jl^S  ^llS 

;        l:lt    l-Xt        5:11    5:SJ  -T.         5:SJ  5- 


KUUERT.«O.T                  .  JU.O        ....  ^.n.  ^S-JO.  ^J.-.                       J.-  ^..JJ  ^J-.O  *.03 

ROCKVlLLt  HIGH             9  i07.0        9.2b  9.29  -,0J*  9,23  9.07  ♦.16        «.ft9  9.10  -.21  9.62  9.32  4.30 

SHLRWOOU  S.<  JR              9  105.0        9.«*i»  9.17  +.27  9.21  8.85  +.36        «.«9  «.9e  .-.09        8.8(1  «>.l3  -.33 

SLIOO  JR  liiGH                7  106.0        7.71  7.58  ♦,1^  7,60  7.53  +.07        7.67  7.62  +.05         7.97      *    7,ftl  ♦.16 

9  108.0        9.32  0.<*6  -,H*  9.20  9.21  -.01         0,19  9,26  -.07        9.17  9,^1  +.00 

TAKOMA  PARK  JR  Hi        7  102.0        b.92  6.09  -.07  6.9'*  7.02  -.08        6.«3  7.06  -.23        7.15  7.22  -.07 

'  "          9  103.0        8.62  8*70  -,0ft  8,i*l  ,  8.<l9  -.08        «.'*9  8*5'»  -.05        8.66  8.75    .  -.09 

THOMAS  S  WOOTTON  JR    9  116.0  10.26  in.<»9  -.23  10.10  l0.22     '  -.12        9.i^8  10.17  -.29  10.21  I0.i*2  -.21 

THOMAS  M  PYLt^  uK          7  IIM.O        6.70  8.60  4.  10  0.50  a?41  +.09        8.60  8.50^  +.18        8.75  8.67  +.08 

9  117.0  10.73  lCf.83  -.10  10.2^  10.37  -.12  JO.^A  10. '♦l  +.07  10.58  10.59  -*0l 

TiLUEfi  JK                       7  113.0        B.66  8.32  ♦ ,  3»*  8.<*3  8.21  +.22        8.72  8.20  ♦.52         fl.76  5,^^  ^.31 

9  116.0  10.58  10.28  4#30  10.34  10.13  ^.21  10.18  9.98  ♦.40  ID. 41  10.30  f.ll 

WtSTERM  Jrt  HIGH           7  112.0        8.77  8.31  ♦.'♦fr  8.63  8.17  ♦.46        8.61  8.23  ^.38        8.55  8.42  ^.13 

9  116.0  10.54  wSsa  4.01  10.29  10.20  ^.09  10.18  10.17  ^.21  10. ?7  10.40  -»13 

IIH1TE  OAK  JR  HIGH        7  109.0         8.I9           ft. 00  ♦.l9        0.08  7.89  ^.19         «.n7  ft. 00  ♦•07         8.?6  a. 22  ^.04 

9  112.6  10.09  10.05  +.04  9.87      '    9.76  ♦.!!        9.72  -9.80  -.08        9.88^  10.00  -.12 
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(POOLES.VILLE  SR  JR  -  WHITE  OAK  JR ) 


MOt^TGOMERY  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYbrCM 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO^  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


WATHEMATICAt  TOTAt 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAOL    MARY-      O.PPrR.  AVERAGE    MA.^^  ^-J"      ^^^^^  -n.GE    HARV-  O.KK^J 

S*S  NORM  GE        n222        ^"^^  qe  ,     JiJ^fg       .^^^'^  „        tANO        EWCE  ' 


tANO  EWCE 
GE  NOKM 


POOLESVILLE  SR  JR       7     102,0  6.6A 
9      9«,0  6.30 


RANDOLPH  JU  HIGH 
RfcutANO> 
HOUERT  FROST 

ROjpKVXLLE  HIGH 
SMER«fuoO  S.4  jH 

SLIGO  JH  hlGM 


7  107,0 


7.'5« 


9     108.0        a, 93 


7  i07.p  7.76 
9     110,0  9.42 


7  111,0  0,29 

9  115,0  10,16 

9  i07.0  9,25 

9  1U5,0  9,44 


7  i06,0  7,7A 
9     1U«,0  9.32 


7.04 
B.13 


7.5B 
9.20 


7.56 
9.51 


n,02 

10.00 


9.16 
0.94 


-.36 
♦  .17 


f.in 

-.09 


♦  .27 

♦  .on 


7.U7  4,24 
9.2n  f,04 


TAKOHA  PAN A  JR  HI        7     102,0  6,92 
9     103,0  0,62 


7,04^ 
8,71 


-.1? 
-,09 


THOMAS  «r  Pyuk  JR 


TlLOEN  JR 


WLSTCH'i  JU  HIUH 


7  11^,0  0.70 

9  ^17,0  10,73 

7  1U,D  8,66 

9  116,0  10.50 


7  AA2,0  6.77 
9     116,0  10.54 


WnlTE  OAK  JH  HIGH        7     i09,0        6. 19 
9     112,0  10,09 


n,35 
in, 31 


8.24 
10.19 


f|.13 
10.19 


7.00 
9.74 


4.39 
♦  .35 


7,10 
0,02 


♦.00  7.51 
-.35  0,70 


7.67 
9,3b 


10^ 


♦.09  9,23 
♦.50  9,21 


7,60 
9,20 


6,94 
A. 41 


TriuMAS  S  WjOTTON  JH     9     116,0       i0,26        10,19        4,07  10,10 


♦,35  n,50 
♦.4?  10,25 


♦.42  0,43 
♦.3"  10,34 


».^4  0,63 
♦.35  10,29 


0,00 
9,07 


7,06  f.04 
7.96  >.G6 


7.56  -♦05 
->44 


7.56  4.01 
9.30  -.02 


7.96  4.34 

9.97  ♦.05 


9.02  4.21 
0.79  4.42 


7.46  4.111 
9.14  4.06 


7«06 
0.55 


10.00 


.12 
.14 


♦  .02 


0.2^  4,24 
10.20  ♦.05. 


A*16 
10.00 


♦  .27 

♦  .26 


0.06  ^.57 
10.00  ^.21 


7.76  ^.32 
9.61  *,2h 


6.  Q5 

7.  «51 


7.60 
0*50 


7.69 
9.12 


0.06 
9.Q6 


0.09 

0.09 


7.ft7 
9.19 


6.03 
0.49 


0.AO 
in»ii0 


0.72 
10.^0 


0.61 
10.^0 


0.  f»7 
9.  72 


7.13 
0.11 


7.57 
9.10 


7.57 
9.30 


7.93 
9.79 


9.00 
0.00 


7.49 
9.10 


7*13 
0.61 


9.09 


0.19 
9.99 


0*11 
9.09 


it.  02 
9,09 


7.75 
9.49 


*  5c^^S?:S^fNV^n?^^E'iE^c^•'k^^^^^^  ^^-^"^  ^^^^       explanation  op  asterisk 


-.10  7.12 
-.60'  ^,01 


7.34  -.22- 
0.20  -.27 


♦.03        7.  "50  7.00  -r,22 

-.60        0.P9         9.3fi  -.37 


♦.12  7.94 
-.10  9,40 


-.11 
♦  .0" 


♦  .10 


-.30 
-.1? 


♦  .49 

♦  .49 


♦  .61 

♦  .49 


♦  .59 

♦  .4" 


♦  .3? 

♦  .2^ 


7.00 
9.50 


9.62 
0.00 


7.97 
9.47 


7.15 
6.66 


0.75 
10.50 


0.7b 
10.41 


O.fSS 
10. ?7 


0.?6 
9.00 


9.25 
9. 04 


7.71 
9.36 


7.3% 
0.02 


-.Ot       10.21  10.23 


0.45 
10.34 


0.36 
10.23 


0.27 
10,23 


7.99 
9.00 


-.Ifl 


♦.13        0,40  0.17  ^.23 

♦.17       10.00        10.12  ,  -.0* 


♦  .37 
-.2J 


♦  .3P 


♦•id 


♦  .2fl 
♦.Ot^ 


♦.21 
♦  .M 


o  p 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  -INFORMATION 


4.17  PRINCE  GEORGES  COUNTY 

School  Sjratem  Goals  and  Objectives 


A  Goal  Setting  Activities.     The  past  year  three  cominittees 

composed  o£  subject  area  specialists  and  "^^pervisors,  administrators, 
and  teachers  .were  ir^/olved  in  ^^eveloping  goals  for  each  of  the  are|S 
of  reading,,  writing,  and  mathematics.    They  used  the  State  goals  as 
?hei;r  framework.     ?h^  school  system  goals  were  then  submitted  to_  the 
Accountability  Steering  Committee,  which  is  the  group  charged  with 
planning  and  Coordinating  the  accountability  program  for  the  school 
system.     Upon  their  recommendation  the  goals  were  submitted  to  the„ 
Superintendent  and  the  Board  of  Education  for  their  approval..- 

These  goals  were  then  submitted  to  the  Maryland  State 
Department  of  Education  where,  after  a  few  minor  changes,  they  were 
accepted. 


B 


Based  upon  the 

State-wide' Goals  in'Reading,  Writing,  and ' Matnemarics ,  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Prince  George  s  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 


Prince  George's  County  School  System  Goals. 
 =      ■     -     -  •  "riting 


In  Reading,  each  student  should  be  able  to : - 

l.A.  Locate  sources  of  information  and  use  references 

in  both  print  and  non-print  materials  to  accomplish 


one's  purposes. 
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1.  B.  Dfelfiohstrate  the  ability  to  use  a  variety  of 

pifint  and  non-print  materials. 

2.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  apply  a  system  for 

recognizing  unfamiliar  words  and  derive  meaning 
from  the  context.     This  system  would  include 
picture  clues,  context  clues,  phonic  and  structural 
analysis  skills,  and/or  authority  clues. 

2.  B.  Recognize  words  one  already  knows  and  identify  new 

words  with  speed  and  comprehension. 

3.  A.  Comprehend  various  readxjig  materials  at  the  literal, 

interpretive,  and  creative  levels... 

3.  B.  Develop  a  background  of  basic  concepts  and  information 

to  be  used  in  comprehending  various  reading  materials. 

4.  A.  Follow  verbal  as  well  as  printed  directions. 
4.B.  Locate  information. 

ir 

4.C.  Understand  the  intent  of  various  kinds  of  forms.' 
4.D.  Acquire  a  vocabulary  essential  to  one's  survival. 

4.  E.  Aiztain  personal  development. 

■« 

5.  Demonstrate  an  increasing "desire  to  select  rfeading 
materials  appropriate  to  needs  and  interests  for 
recreational  and  leisure  reading. 

In  Writing^  students  shoVldi  be  able  to: 

l.A.  Express  themselves,  using  conventional  standards 
of  language  and  punctuation. 

1.  B.  Write  to  inform  other  persons  and  use  appropriate 

standards  of  language  and  punc/l:uation. 

2.  A.  Use  writing  for  social  reasons  and  use  appropriate 

language  and  punctuation. 

2.  B.  Use  writing  for  vocational  reasons  arid  use 

appropriate  language  and  punctuation.  . 

3.  A.  Write  •to  meet  social  and  personal  needs. 

3.B.  Evidence  appreciation  of  the  need  for  personal 

and  social  writing.  ( 


3.G4 
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^    ^  'In  Mathematics,  upon  completion  of  the  program 

Prince  George's  County  students  should  be  able  to: 

l.A.  Recall  and/or  recognize  mathematical  definitions 
and  facts  relating  to  arithmetic,  geometry?  and 
measurement. 

1.  B.  Recogj^ize-^nd  use  mathematical  symbols  correctly- 

2. 'A.  Show  mastery  of  basic  operations  of  arithmetic 

with  respect  to  the  positive  rational  number?. 

2.B.  Solve  simpl^e  equations  and  inequalities. 

2.C.  Find  measurement  of  length,  area,  volume,  and 
weight,  both  in  English  and  metric  units. 

2.D.  Use  measuri-ng,  computational,  and  graphic  devices. 

2.  E.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  interpret  graphs  and 

charts  * 

3.  A.  Understand  the  concept  of  whole  number  and  fraction. 

3.B.  Understand  the  processes  of  addition,  multiplication , 
subtraction,  and  division. 

3.C.  Understand  the  concept  of  measurement, 

3.  D.  Translate  a  verbal  statement'  to  a  mathema^tical 

symbolic  equiva.lent. 

4.  A.  Solve  a  mathematics  problem,  by  using  mathematical 

symbols  and  thfen  find  a  solution. 

4.B;  Use  mathematics  in  the  solution  of  problems    ^  ^ 
involving  science  applications. 

4.  C.  Follow  a  logical ^sequence  of  steps  to  solve  the 

stated  problems. 

> 

5.  A.  Use  computations  needed  to  develop  into  a  prudent 

money  manager. 

5.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  mathematical  reasoning 
and  processes  to  solve  problems  relating  to  personal, 
consumer,  and  societal  needs. 

5.C.  Recognize  mathematical  patterns  and  relationships. 


ERJC 
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6. A.  Relate  ma th)ema tics  to  other  areas  such  as  ' 
science,  art,  music,  sports,  and  architecture.? 

''6.B.  Participate  in  the  learning  of  mathematics  / 
beyond  that  which  is  required. 

^'  ^.  Objective  Setting  Activities.     The  system-wide  goals 

mentioned  above  became  the  frameworJc  for  schools  to.  use- in 
establishing  their  local  school  objectives. 

. 

The  Accountability  Steering  Committee  developed  a  plan 
and  procedures  for  the  development  of  local  school  objectives 
As  an  aid  to  schools  it  was  decided  to  develop  an  illustrative 
list  of  typical  school  objectives  which  were  consistent  with  the 
county^goals  and  met  the  State  criteria  for  school  objectives. 
A  ten-teacher  task  force  in  each  of  the  three  subject  areas 
participated  in  a  four-day  workshop  under  the  leadership  of 
instructional  supervisors  and .specialists  to  develop  the 
illustrative  lists. 

A  workshop  was  held  for  principals  in  each'of  the 
three  administrative  areas  to.  orient  them  to  the  process  of 
developing  objectives  for  their  school  and  explaining  their 
leadership  role  and  ways  of  involving  their  total  staffs  and 
community.     Each  principal  was  to  select  three  teachers  as 
chairpersons  of  the  school's  objective  writing  teams".. 

a  county-wide  inservice  day,  the  chairperson  for 
each  team  in  each  school  attended  a  meeti,ng  for  his  particular 
subject  area.     At  the^e  half-day  meetings  the  supervisors  presented 
the  Illustrative  lists\  of  school  objectives  and  held 'workshop 
sessions  with  the  teachers  giving  them  guidance  and  assistance  in 
developing  school  objectives  and  explaining  to  them  the  criteria 
to  be  met.     In  the. afternoon  of  this  day  each  school  faculty  met 
under  ^he  leadership  of  the  principal  and  the  chairpersons  of  the 
three  objective  writing  teams.     The  total  staff  became  oriented 
to  thi,s  task  and  planned  jointly  for  the  manner  in  which  they  would 
develop  their  school's  objectives  for  submission  by  April  1st.. 

!      Listed  below  are  what  might  be  typical  objectives  for 
an  elementary,  junior  high,  and  senior  high  school  in  our  county. 
These  are  taken  from  our  Illustrative  List  in  Reading,  Writing,  and 
Mathematics. 


Elementary  School 


1.       By  the  end  of  grade  3,  the  average  stifdent,  given 
a  reading  selection  at  his  instructional  level  in 
which  several' words  are  underlined,  will  choose 
from  a  list  of  alternatives  a  synonyml  and/or 
antonym  for  each  word,  to  be  measured  by  teacher 
constructed  tests. 

3GG 
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By  the  end  of  grade  3,  the  average  student, 
by  being  given  the  need  to  write  a  thank-you 
letter,  will  writ^  at  least  a  two-sentence 
letter  expressing '  his  gratitude,  using  cq^ect 
letter  form  and  appropriai;.e  languag^  an^^.|^ 
.  punctuation,  to  be  measur'^d-by^ teacher  ■«i%ervation. 

By  the  end  of  grade  3 ,  the  average  sj:^dent.-wi-ll  be 
'able  to  use  whole  numbers  and  f ractsf^%;nttobers  in 
problem  solving,  as  measured  by  teicher  constructed 
tests  and  independent  activities.  • 

By  the  end  of  grade  6,  the  average  student ,• given 
a  list  of  words  needed  to  complete  classroom  . 
assignments  and  tests,  will  read  the  words  and 
describe  their  meaning,  as  measured  by  teacher 
observation  or  criterion  reference  tests. 

.  •    By  the  end  of  gra^e  6,  the  average  student"  will 
write  sequential  directions  for  reaching  a  given 
destination  from  a  teacher  supplied  map  which 
shows  beginning  and  ending  point,  as  measured  by 
teacher  observation. 

By- the  end  of  grade  6,   the  average  student  will ^ 
'    demonstrate  the  ability  to  answer  factual  questions 

using  bar,   line,  picture,,  and  circle  graphs  and  •  „ 
'    charts.  Is  measured  by  teacher  constructed  tests. 

Junior  High  School  -         '  . 

By  the  end  of  grade  9>  the  average  student,  given 

Va  set  of  phrases  containing  key  words  and  several  . 
defihitions  which  correspond  with  each  word,  will 
select  the  most  appropriate  definition  for  each 
word,  as  measured  by  teacher  constructed  tests  or 
informal  inventories. 

By  the  end  of  grade  ^     the  average  student  will 
write  a  detailed  re suffll  of  previous  work  experiences 
with  emphasis  placed  on  organization,  word  choice, 
chronology,  sentence  structure,  and  punctuation  ,  as 
measured  by  teacher  observation  and  rating  q.f 
written  work. 

}.       By  the  end  of  grade  9,   the  average  student,  given 
the  measurements,  will  calculate  the  perimeter/ 
circumference  and  areas  of  circles,  triangles,  and 
quadrilaterals,  as  measured  by  published  tests  or 
teactier  constructed  tests. 


G7 


4-343 


Senior  High  School . 

1.  By  the  end  of  grad^  12,  the  average  student , 
given  a  contract        lease  agreement  and  a  set 

.   t  •  °f  questions  requiiring  interpretation  of  the 

contract  or  lease  agreement,  will  answer  the 
questions- accurately,  as  measured  "by  teacher  , 
constructed  tests  or  informal  inventories.^ 
_  ,  <) 

2.  By  the  end  of  grade  12,  the  average  student r 
given  two  teaqher-prepared  paragraphs,  will 
differentiate  between  the  two,  selecting  the  more 
effective  and  better  written  one,  and  re-writing 

the  poorer  or^e  to  reflect  the  effective,  communication 
in  better  model,  as  measured  by  teacher  observation. 

3.  By  the  end  of  grade  12,  the  average  istudent  will 
identify  the  required  quantities  in  a  stated 
problem,  write  algebraic  representations  of 
those  quantities, , assemble  a  correct,  Equation 
relating  the  quantities,  solve. the  equation,  and 
determine  the  values  of  the  required  quantities, 
as  measured  by  teacher  constructed  tests. 

^  Results  of  the  Accountability  Assessment  pyogram.  Using 
the  'statistical  method  of  multiple  regression  to  analyze  the  results 
of  tests  administered  in  all  Maryland  public  schools,  in  effect 
,     equalizing  schools  with  respect  to  factors  over  which  schools 
have  little  or  no  control,  provides  the  basis  for  identifying 
exemplary  schools,     ^chools  which  the  data  indicate  have  exceptionally 
effective  instructional  programs  can  serve  as  models  for  those 
schools  in  which  the  instructional  program  appears  t;o  be  weak. 
Being  able  to  assess  the  contribution  that  the  school  itself  is 
making  to  pupils'  educational  development,  as  indicated" by 
differences  between  observed  and  expected  scores,  should  be. of 
considerably  greater  value  than  national  norms  for  making  decisions 
about  where  efforts  should  be  directed  to  improve  instruction. 

With  regard  to  Prince  George's  County's  results,  there 
would  appear  to  be  an  inconsistency  in  this  system's  average 
school  score  6h.  t;he  seventh  grade  Cognitive  Abilities  Test, 
Nonverbal.     This  score  in  Standard  Age  Score  units   (SAS)   is  103.4. 
A  comparison  of  Prince  George's  County's  and  total  Maryland'!^ 
average  school  scores  on  the  Cognitive  Abilities  Test^  Reading 
Comprehension,  and  Mathematics  Total  tests  at  the  four  grade  levels 
highlights  the  inconsistency. 
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SAS 


Grad^ 

3 
5, 
7 
9 


P.G. 

-  98.7 
99.1 
103.4 
101.2 


Md. 

99.6 
loo.  8 
101.1 
102.2 


K6aaxng 

/^mt^  T"  ^  hi  ^  n  ori 

Mathematics 

P.G. 

« 

Md. 

,  ?.G. 

Md. 

3.58 

3.57 

3.6l 

3.61; 

5.34 

5.31 

5,45 

5.53 

6.94 

6.93 

7.30 

.  7.23 

8.l4 

8.42 

8.68 

8.72 

The  P.G.  seventh  grade  average  school  SAS  relative  to  the 
total  Maryland  seventh  grade  average  school  SAS  is  "out  of  l^"®  by 
about  three  SAS  points.     The  result  is  that  a  disproportionate  number 
of  schools  have  expected  scores  higher  than  observed  scores  at  the 
seventh  grade.    Whether  the  apparent  three  point  discrepancy  is  due 
to  systematic  rather  than  random  error  is  to  be  determined.  , 

E  Progress  Toward  System  and/or  School  Goals  Not  Covered  by 

State  AsseiiiiHt-Tnstruments.     The  administration  ottne  State-wipe 
testing  program  consisting  ot  eight  subtests  c?f^  the  lavta  Tests  OT 
Basic  Skills  and  the  Cognitive  Abilities  Test.  Nonverbal,  at  tour 
grade  levell  is  a  substantial  expenditure  ot  teacher  and  pupil  time 
and  financial  resources,  which  limits  the  system's  capacity  for  . 
measuring  educational  objectives  beyond  those  measured  by  the 
Maryland^ccountability  Assessment  Program,     '^^^^""^j/^f  ^J^^^ams 
County  School  System  has  in  operation,  however,  a  number  of  programs 
for  assessing  and  improving  instruction.    The  ma] or  ones  are  as 
follows:  .  ■ 

•  The  elementary  school  evaluation  program.  A 
comprehensive  evaluation  instrument  has  been 
developed  covering  facets  of  the  elementary 

'   school  from  the  instructional  prograijj  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  building.    This  instrumenl?  - 
is  used  to  evaluate  an  average  of  ten  schools 
each  year. 

•  The  senior  rfigh  school  evaluation  program. 
Each  senior  high  school  is  evaluated  by  the 
Middle  States  Association  Acer ediation  Program, 
and  periodic  progress  reports  are  s\ibmitted. 

•  The  Right-To-Read  Program.  Group  diagnostic 
instruments  and  a  developmental  reading  test 
are  used  to  diagnose  pupils'  deficiencies  in 
reading  skills  and  to  prescribe  appropriate 

^  instruction. 

Diagnostic-prescriptive  instrument?  in  mathematics  and 
music  are  being  used  in  a  selected  number  of  schools  to  assess 
instructional  need  and  to  assist  pupils  in  masteirmg  skills  in 
these  disciplines.  *  ^ 

Tests  measuring  map  reading,  reading  graphs  and  tables, 
and  use  of  reference  materials  are  administered  at  the  begihning 
of  the  school  year  in  grades  5  and  7  throughout  the  system  to 
diagnose  skill  deficiencies  in  these  areas  and  to  prescribe 
appropriate  instructional  activities.  nr^n 
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Specific  and- continuing  educational  objectives  in 
all  ctarraculum  areas  have  been  developed  as  part  of  the  Educational' 
Master  Plan  and  submitted  for  approval  to  the  Board  of.  Education. 
After  the  Plan  has  been  approved,  the- objectives  will  constitute 
the  framework  in  which  cUrricula  will  be  developed  and  modified 
■as  necessary,  and  instructional  programs  implemented  and  evaluated. 

^     ■       ■  ■        "      '  7  ■ 

Program  Modification  Activities.     A  number  of  program 
modification  activities  a?:e  under  way  with  plans  for  further 
nfodification  under  development.     Some  of  these  include: 

•  A  revision  of  our  K-12.  social  studies  program,  with 
implementation  of' the  K-6  program  this  year  and  a 
study  and  review  of  the  junior  high  program  this 
year  with  plans  for  modification  next  year. 

•  Increased  emphasis  is  being  given  to  the  teaching 
of  basic  educational  skills  in  all  disciplines. 

•  Career  education  offerings  have  been  expanded  with 
particular  attention  being  given  in  th^  afea  of 

•  '  work  experience. 

•  A  pre-vocational  program  is  under  development  for 
the  junior  high  schools. 

•  A  study  of  junior  high  and  middle  school  programs 
has  resulted  in  a  proposal  to  set  up  pilot  middle 
schools. 

•  Right-To-Read   (Comprehensive  Reading)  Program  has 
been  expanded  into  the  secondary,  school  program^ 
according  to  schedule. 

•  Expansion  of  the  concurrent  enrollment  program  for 
seniors  with  the  community  college  is  being  explored 
to  include  after-school  courses  at  the  local  high 
school. 

•  Increased  emphasis  in  the  area  of  art  iri  the 
elementary  school  is  under, way. 

•  Expansion  of  the  physical  education  program  K-6 
is  being  *  implemented .  |, 


The  foreign  language  program  has  been  supplemented 
.to  include  an  awareness  and  exploration  of  career 
opportunities  involving  the  use  of  foreign-  languages. 


Kindergarten  -program  has  teen  supplemented  to 
include  some  basic  perceptual-motor  and  language 
development  skills.  ''"  . 


■G\  '  .;  Unmet"  needs  for  resources  to  permit .  im'projs^^ment  of 
programs  and  services:  ^  \  ^ 


1. 
2. 

"  3. 
4. 

.  -5. 


Funds  for  alternative  school  programs. 
Funds, for  inseryice  and  staff  development. 
Funds  for  School  of  the  Performing  Arts. 
Funds  to  computet  assisted  programs. 
Fu^Kis  for  additional  ESOL  prograiaa-;  ^ 
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PRINCE  GEORGE'S  COUNTY 

TABLE, 1.-   ;  COMMUN ITY  'i^ND  p 

•  \ 


SCHOOL  RESOaRCES  PROFILE* 


A.     CgHHUNITY  CHARACTERISTICS 


(1) 

(2) 

(3)                   -  . 

TOTAL  « 

«    .  MEDIAN 

PERCENT 

POPULATION 

FAMILY 

DISADVANTAGED  - 

INCOME 

SCHPQL  AGE  CHILDREN 

.  660,564 

$12r450 

11.4 

i4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
'MALES  25  YEARS 
**  OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
Of^  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MBDJAN  school  YEARS) 

12.6. 

^i2.4 

B.     SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS  (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER*,  1973 ) 


(6)  , 

TOTAL, 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMEI^JT  „ 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

« — —   

(8) 

AVERAGE' 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
Y^ARS 
TEACHING  ' 
EXP^IE^CE 

(10) 

.  AVERAGE 

YEARS 
ADMINISTRATbR 
EXPERIENCE 

154,496 

$11,823 

$22,138 

9.1 



19.7 

■» 

Ul) 

^(12) 

(1^)  ' 

c 

PERCENT  STAFF, 
MASTERS  DEGREES^ 

SQHOOL  LEVEL  • 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

PERCENT^  , 
AVG.  DAILY^ 
ATTENimNCE  ^« 

24.1 

19,8 

•  92.4 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


TOTAL 
PER  PUPfL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

<         \  (16) 

PBRCENT  ^ 
EXiPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$1,000.08 

$757.72 

75.8 

$25.08 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
^           (CBNTRAL  OFFICE) 

( 19 ) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
I^EL  SERVICES 
COSTS  , 

— ^ — \  ^  J 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  ' 
AUfcOTTED  TO     ,  ' 
PUPIL  PERSONWlEL 
SERVICES 

2.5 

$6.30 

0.6 

SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  sbURCES  OF  iXATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABU. 
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PRINCE  GEORGE COUMTY  . 

"table  2.     NONVERBAL  .A'^&IUITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE)t 
^ND  ACADEMIC  ACH lEVEMENT  ( GRADE  EQUIVALENCE ) f 
'   *     .  ^'     •         BY  SKILL  AREAS  ; 


SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 


VOCABULARY 


(2) 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSfoi^ 


(1) 


GRADE 


t3) 


SPELLING 


(4) 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


(5) 


PUNCTUATION 


(2*) 


NUMBER  OF. 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


12165 


12949 


13205 


12343 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


94.46 


9-5.45 


91.31 


97.09 


12165 


12949 


132a5 


12343 


12165 


129 


13205  ' 


12343 
12165 


12949 


13205 


12343 
12165 


95.17 


95.64 


91.48 


90.42 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


159 


159 


41 


41 


159 


159 


41 


94.29 


95.42 


91.14 


87.01 
94*33 


95.46 


90.61 


86.28 
93.88 


12949 


13205 


12343 


95.34 


90.12 


85.64 


41 


159 


159 


41 


41 
159 


159 


41 


41 
15^ 


159 


41 


41 


(5)  . 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)t. 


9B.7 


99.^ 


103.4 


101.2 


98.7 


99..  1 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


3<6.15 


16.  6T 


17.33 


17.29 


16.1? 


16.67 


103.4 


101.2 


(1) 
*  • 
AVERAGE 
GRADE  . 
EQUIVALEFiCc 
(GE)^I' 


3.51 


5.21 


6.87 


8.51 


3.^55 


(8) 


-STANDARD-  ■ 
if^VlATION 
.    ■  (SD) 


5.34 


17.33 


^.94 


17.29 


'^8.7 


99.1 


103.4 


101.2 
98>7 


16.15 


16.67 


.8.14 


4.02 


5. .41 


17.33 


17.29 
16*15 


99.1 


103.4 


101.2 
98.7 


99.1, 


103.4 


101^** 


16*67 


17.33 


17.29 
16.15 


16*67 


17.33 


17.29 


6.88 


8.39 
3.67 


5.11 


6.^0 


^8*34 
3,77 


5.19 


6.67 


8.15 


♦AS  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUHBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  a  . 


1.16 


1T96 


2.08. 


1.27 


1.56 


1«90 


^2.16 


1.44 


1.78 


2.16 


2.37 
1.31 


1.64 


2.08 


2.37 


1.42 


1.64 


2.08 


2.36 


EMC 
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■   PRINCE  GEORGE'S  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
"•  AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 

BY  SKILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUEij 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

( 2  ) 

NUMBER  OF  * 
STUDENTS 
\       ENROLLED  * 

1  J  1 

PFRTFNT  nF 
STUDENTS 
5     TESTED  ** 

)  SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

15) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  ++ 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

16) 

12165 

94 . 50 

V 

98.7 

,16.15 

3.85 

1.34  » 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

12949 

95.41 

159 

99.1 

16.67 

5.55 

1.66 

7 

V 

13205 

90.31 

■41 

 ^   ^ 

103.4' 

17.33 

7.26 

2.02'' 

9 

12343 

86.31, 

41 

'101.2 

17.29 

6.53 

2.27 

(7) 

3 

12165^ 

91 . 90 

159 

98.7 

16.15 

3.86 

1.20 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

'  12949 

94.07 

159 

99.1 

16.67 

5.34 

1.46 

7 

13205 

85.01 

^  4;l 

103.4 

17.33 

6.97 

^•82 

9 

12343 

77.30 

41  , 

101.2  < 

17.29 

2.03 

3 

12165 

J  94.80 

,159 

98.7 

16.15 

3.60 

1.01 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

12949 

95.41 

i 

159 

99.1 

16.67 

5.53 

1..45 

7 

13205 

92.76 

41 

103.4 

17.33 

7.31  . 

1.80 

4  : 

9 

*  12343 

88.-^^0 

41  , 

'101.2 

17.29 

8.81 

1.99  j 

(9) 

3 

12165  ' 

94.48 

159 

 -4 

98.7 

1 

16 . 15 

3.56 

1.07  1 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

129^9 

95 .  34 

1 

99.1  1 

'  16 . 67* 

5.32 

1.34  1 

7 

>3205 

92.06 

41  j 

'  103.4 

17.33  ^ 

7^20. 

1.75  1 

9 

12343 

87.45 

'^41  ! 

101.2 

►  17.29 

8.43 

2.00  1 

(10) 

3 

12165 

.^A.Ol 

f 

159 

98.7 

16.15 

3.61 

.98  1 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

12949  * 

159 

99.1 

16.67 

5.45 

1.30  1 

7 

13205 

89.59  , 

41 

103.4 

17*33 

T.30 

1.67  1 

s  9 

^12343 

84.81 

41^ 

'  101.2 

17.29 

8.68 

•  1*90     ,  1 

.^"1  


*  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  T£)  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  ** 

**  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESJED  SPRING,   1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER ^ENROLLED  9/30/73,   EXPRESSED        A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)   DERIVED  FROM  CdGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTEPY .   FORM  1.   1971.  EDITinM 
THE  MEANS   FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  OROUP  FOR  GRADES   3,   5,   7,   AND  9  AR^  100,  NATIONAL  SD  -  16.  ^'^'^^"Mi. 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)   DERIVED  FRoVl  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,   FORM  5,   1971  EDITION.     THf  MFANS   IN  THF 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,  7.  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,       7 ,   7.7,  AND  oIa,   N^RYiNf;  SLir,H^ 
\    FOR  csftCH  SKILL  AREA.        .  ,  ' 

'  .    ■   '      ■■'.47  1 
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^'.CCOKEEK  -  BLADENSBURG) 


TABLE  3- 


SCHOOL  LEVEL-~COMMUNITY  AND  PUBlIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCFS 
PROFILE*.  r^*Lc>uuKUf.5 


K-6 


ARDMORE 
ARROWHEAD 

AVALON^ 

BADEN 

BARNABY  HANOR 
BEACON  HEIGHTS 
BEAVER  HEIG/^TS 
BCLTSVILLE 
t  BERKSHIRE 

DERWYN  HeiGHTS 
BLADENSBURG 


33'       ^0..       97..                           ,.0           ,.3       3X.0  36..            3..  ,3.*  ...,3.0 

•I 

'"-V                                                "-0  '.3  ...  .z.e  .3«.*.0 

-                           '  3..3  ...  ,0,,., 


K-6 


3-6 


^aa     eo.=  e^.,  ^^^^^^ 

-0      30.,'  ..0  „.o  ,3.,  »„..o 

^o-'  3X.0      X,.*         3.a      «.3  uaa3,o 


K-6 


K"6  * 


K-6  687      20,6  96.2 

K-6  570      21.6  94.5 

•^-ft  433     19.7  95.5 


■30. a         z'.S         13.9  27.5  19.5  i.a  u.',  1362..0 

Z*.*         2.0        10.0  15.0  2...8  3..  12.,  i080«.O 

"-^  32.0  22.7  5..  12..  13735.0 

30.2        2.0    ,      a. 3  16.0  27.0  .11.9  13.3  j^^^l^.O 


*  SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(ACCOKEEK  -  BLADENSBURG) 


PKINCL  6EO,46ES  COUNtY 
SCllOUU  SYSTEM 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
C0NTR0LLED4= 

SKILL  AREAS 


SCHOOL  NAME 


-  VOCABULARY 

GRAUE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE.  MaRY- 
LANO 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


GE 


NORM 


OIFFFR-  AVERAGE     MARY-      OIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  *VFRAGE  MARY 


EriCE 


GE 


LANb 
NpRM 


ENCE 


GE 


LANO 
NORM 


6^ 


LANO 
NORM 


OTFFEH- 

ENC£ 


accokeitk 

3 

b 

96.9. 
102.6 

3,90 

5,50 

3.39 
5.39 

♦  ,5l 
4,11 

3,90 
5,90 

3,42 
5, 46 

♦  ,48 
♦ ,  4M 

4.10 
5,40 

3.78 
5.60 

♦  ,3? 
-,20 

3,90 
5,70  . 

AOELPMI 

J 
5 

95.3 
100,* 

3,60 
H  ,90 

3,32 
5,31 

;,2A 

—  U  1 

—  ,  "  1 

3,40 
5,00 

3,34 

J5t36 

♦  ,06 
-,36 

3.60 
5. 10 

3.70 
5.47 

-,10 
-,37 

3,50 
5.30 

AUtR  i^OAD 

3 
5 

lUl.l 

OA  7 

'  3,H0 
5  .00 

3.62.  ♦ 
■» .  12 

-,22 
-,  12 

3,50 
5,20 

3,69 
5,19 

-,19 
^4^1 

■^•00 
5.30 

»  4.03 
5.32 

3,60 
5.60 

AULEllntt^OO 

3- 

5' 

109, *» 

4,00 
6  10 

4.16 
5  ,96 

-,16 
♦  ,  IM 

4^00 
6,00 

4,22 
5,95 

-,22 
♦  ,05^' 

.f'- 

.4,10 
•%,70 

4.53 
6.10 

-,43 
-,40 

4,20 
6.30 

ANDREWS  AIR  FORCE 
lASE 

3 

5 

97,8 
9A  •  1 

3.60 

3  ,  DU 

> 

3,44 
5.  05 

♦  ,16 

♦  .55 

3,50 
5,20 

3,49 
5,15 

♦  ,01  " 

♦  ,05 

4,00 
5,40 

3.85 
5,24 

♦  ,15 

♦  ,1*6 

3,70 
5.50 

APPLt  artOVc 

3 

IOM.3 

1  111!  *i 

4.20 
5.90 

3,64 
5,61 

♦  .36 

♦  .29 

4,20 
6,00 

3,90 
5.65 

♦  ,30 

♦  ,35 

4,40 
^,A0 

4,23 
5,77 

♦  ,17 

♦  ,03 

4».io 

6.00 

AKuMOrtF 

3 

102,0 

3,60 
5 , 30 

3.70 
5, 15 

..in 
♦ ,  15 

3,50^ 
5,30 

3,75 
5,17 

-,25 
♦  ,13 

4,10 
5.40 

4,09 
5,30 

♦  ,01 

♦  .10 

3,50 
5,20 

AKttOMHEIAO 

^  3 
5 

100,0 
101.9 

3,60 
5  30 

3,59 
5 ,  M5 

♦  ,01 
15 

3,50 
5,50 

3,63 
5,47 

-,13 
♦  ,03 

3,90 
^,40 

3,97 
5.61 

-,07 
-,2J 

3,60 
5,50 

A  V  ALOW 

3 

5 

9a,  6 

l02,9 

3,40 
5;  10 

3.52'' 
5,53 

-,12 
-.4? 

3,50 
5,10 

3,54 
5, 55 

-,04 

—  »HD 

3,'»0 
5.10 

3,89 
5,69 

-,0«) 
-,59 

3,60 
5  ,40 

BAUEN 

3 

#  b 

92,1 
69,1 

3*20 
4,20 

3.06 
4.37 

♦  ,1M 
-,17 

3,30 
4 , 30 

ii"D9 
4 ,45 

♦  ,21 
— ,  15 

3,60 
4 ,  "^0 

3,47 
M  ,64 

♦  ,r3 
-,34 

3v2p 
4,70 

BArtNAHY  MAmOR 

3 

b 

i02.  1 
9«,9 

J  ,  DU 

5,40 

X  7  1 
5.22 

- ,  1 1 
♦  ,1M 

3,60 
5,30 

3,77 
5,26 

-,17 
♦  t04 

!k  4,00 
^5,^0 

4,10 
5,38 

-,10 

-,08 

3,70 
5,30 

bE.ACOU  HEIuHTS 

3 

5 

95,2 
9A,4 

3,00 
4, SO 

A  5,30 
?  5,13 

-,30 
*,33 

2,80 
5,20 

3,32 
5,19 

-,52 
♦  ,01 

3,50 
5,00 

3,68 
5,32 

-,1» 
-,32 

3,30 
5,40 

at AVER  HEloMTS 

b 

94,5 
100.7 

3,60 
5,30 

3,2b 
5,26 

♦  ,35 

♦  ,0m 

3,60 
5,30 

3,26 
5,33 

♦  ,32 
-,03 

3,70 
5,50 

^3,64 
5,46 

f  ,06 
♦  ,04 

3,80 
5,40 

UtLTSVlLLt 

3 
5 

103,2 
100,  B 

3,  AO 
5,50 

3.77 
fi,36 

♦  ,03 

♦  ,14 

3,90 
5,60 

3, 63 
5,39 

♦  ,U7 

♦  ,21 

4,40 
5,^0 

4. 16 
5,52 

♦  ,2M 
-,22 

3,90 
5,60 

BtkKSHTKE 

3 

5 

95,2 
95,9 

3,50 
4,70 

3.2\ 
4,93\ 

♦  ,21 
-,23 

3,40 
5,20 

3,33 
5,01 

♦  ,07 

♦  ,19 

■^,70 
4, AO 

3,69 
5,12 

♦  ,01 
^-,32 

3,50 

5, no 

Bt({WYr4  HEI;>HTS 

3 

b 

92,3 
96,9 

3,40 
5.00 

3,15 
.  5,11 

♦  ,25 
-,11 

3,30 
5,10 

3,15 
5,13 

♦  ,15 
-,03 

^.70 
5,20 

3,51 
5.26 

♦  ,1«» 
-,06 

3,50 
5,60 

BLAOENSBUH^ 

95.1 

3,00 

3,29 

-,29 

3,00 

3,32 

-,32 

3.10 

3,68 

-,3fl 

3,20 

b 

95. «♦ 

4,60 

J4..90  ; 

-,30 

4,70 

4,97 

-,27 

4,60 

5.09 

-,49 

4,Q0 

3,4A 
5,64 


3,41 
5,52 


3,69 
5,37 


4,16 
6,13 


3,52 
5.30 


3.8A 
5.A1 


3.76 
5.35 


3,^6 
5.65 


3,82 
5,57 


3.39 
5, 18 


3,27 
5,31 


3,39 
5,15 


♦  .if2 

♦  •06 


♦  ,09 
-,22 


-.09 
♦  •23 


♦  .O* 

♦  •17 


♦  ,1A 

♦  •20 


♦  .22 

♦  •1^ 


-.26 
-.15 


-•06 
-.15 


♦  .OA 


♦  .11 

-.18 


♦  ,23 

♦  ,29 


.19 

.25^ 


t    see'  chapter  4f  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 

*  ACCOMPANYING  "Difference"  SCORES. 
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TABLE  5..    RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
PHiNCE  bEuuGEs  COUNTY  STATISTICALLY  COWTROLLED* 

^SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SKILL  mtAS 


VOCABULARY 

SCHOOL  NAME  GRALtt-  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 

LAND 

SAS  6E  NORM 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


OIFFFP-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEpAGE  MARY- 


EmCE 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


CNCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 


DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY- 


ENCE 


GF 


LAND 
NORM 


nTFFER- 
r*»CE 


ACCOKLFK 


3  96,9  i,90 
b     102.6  5,50 


3,3«» 
5.39 


♦  .56 

♦  .11 


•  3,90 
5.9Q 


3.39         ♦.Si  ^.lO 

^.^5       ♦.US  5.^0 


3.76 
5.62 


♦  .3i« 
-•2? 


3.46  ♦.(»(»  • 
b.65  4.05 


adllhhi 


3  95.3  3.60 
b     iaP.<»  (».90 


3.24 
5.20 


♦  .36 
-.30 


y.4o 

5.00 


3.29  3.f.0 
5.27        -.27  5.10 


3.66 
5.45 


-.06 
-.3«i 


3.37  4.13 
5.49  -.19 


 AfatR  i<nAD 


i  lUl.l  3.4.U 
b      9fl.7  5.00, 


3.61 
5.05 


-.?1 
-.05 


3,50 
5.20 


3%7  -.17  3.q0 
5.1.3  .      +.07  V30 


4.02 
5.32 


-.1? 
-.0? 


3.60 
5.60 


3.69  -.09 
5.36  4.24 


ALL^U/inOO- 


3  1U9.4  4.00 
b     100.2  6.10 


4.15 
5.87 


-.15 
♦  .?3 


4.00 
6»00 


4.23 
5.90 


-.23 
♦  .10 


4.10 
5.70 


4.53 
6.04 


.43 
.34 


4.?0 
^.30 


4.15  4.05 
6.07     '  4.23 


AhuREtoS  AlH  FuHCE 
BASE 


97, fl  3.6U 
9n.l  5.60 


^.40 
5.00 


4.20 

1 .6n 


3.50 
5.20 


3.45  ♦.OS  4.00 
S.Oa         ^.12 .  5.40 


3.fll 
5.29 


4.1<J 

4.1? 


3.70 
5.50 


3.51  4.19 
5.32  4.1A 


APfLC  GHOVl 


AHUMOKC 


3  104.3  4.20 
b     104.5  5'.90 


3  1U2.0  3.60 
b      97,6  5.30 


3.02 
5.55 


3.67 
4.96 


4  .3fl 
4.35 


-.0,7 
1.34' 


4.20 
6.00 


3.50 
5.30 


3.69  ^.31  4.40 
5.60        4.40  5*^0 


3.73  -.^3  4.10 
5.04         4.26  S.UO 


4.22 
5.76 


4.07 
b.24 


♦  .1^ 
4.04 


4,03 
4.16 


4.  to 
6.00 


3.50 
5.20 


3.^7  4.23 

5. no  «.20 


3.74 
5.2fl 


.24 

•  on 


ahkowheau 


.    3  100,0 


3.60 


b     101.9  b.30 


3.54 
5.33 


4.06 
-.03 


3,50 
5,50 


3.60  -.10  3.00. 
9.39         4.11  5.40 


3.95 
5.56 


-.05 
-.16 


3.60 
5.50 


3.63 
5.60 


.03 
.10 


AVAL ON 


«  8AuEi« 


AmNAUY  ma  iOR 


be.aco»(  hli  jhts 


3  9a. 6 
5     102. 9 


92.1 
09.1 


3  102.1 
b  98.9 


9b. 2 
90.4 


3.40 
5.10 


3.20 
4.20 


3.60 
5.40 


3.00 

4. no 


3.49 
5.4? 


3.04 
4.23 


3.60 
5,07 


3.23 
5.03 


-».0S 
-.32 


4.16 
-.03 


-.0^ 

4.3? 


-.23 
-.21 


3.50 
5. 10 


3.60 
5.30 


2.00 
5. 20 


3.2fl 
5.11 


-.48 

4.0q 


5.10 


3.50 

5. no 


3.65 
5.30 


-.1? 
-•.30 


3.60 
5.40 


i.?n 

4.70 


3.70 
5.30 


*3.3n 

5.40 


3.56 
5^6n 


3.20 
4.65 


3.75 
5.16 


3,37 
5.34 


4.04 
-.20 


4.00. 
4.06 


-.OS 
-.00 


-.07  j 
♦.06 


8LAV&II  HEIOHTS 


3  9<*.5 
b  100,7 


3.60 
5.30 


3.19 
5.23 


4.41 
4.07 


3.6U 
5.30 


3.-24 
5.29 


♦  .36  '*^.70 
4.01  i».50 


3.61 
5.47 


4.09 
4.03 


3.^0 
b.40 


3. ,33 
5.51 


4.47 
-.11 


ntLTSVlLLt 


3  U)3.2 
b  100.0 


3.|f0 
5.50  * 


3.75 
5.24 


4  .05 

.♦.26 


3.90 
5.60 


3.61 
5.30 


♦  ,09 

♦  .30 


4.40 
5.10 


4.15 
5.4fl 


4.2«> 


3.90 
5.60 


3.fll 

S.52 


♦.091 

4. on  f 


atHKSHlNE 


95.2 
95.9 


3.50 
4,70 


1.23 
4.fll 


♦  .27  3.40 


-.11 


5..20 


3.20  4.12  3.70 
4.91         ^.29  4.^0 


3.65 
5.11 


♦  .0« 
-.31 


3.50 
5.00 


3.37 
5«16 


4.131 
-.161 


92.3 
96.9 


3.40 
5.00 


5.0b 
4.90 


4.35 
♦  .10 


3.30 
5.10 


3.09  ^.21  3.70 
4,99        ♦,!!  5,?0 


3,47 
5,18 


♦  ,?> 

4.0? 


3,50 
5.60 


3,21 
5,23 


♦,29l 
♦•37l 


BLaOEI4SBUN«9 


3  95.1 

b  95^4 


3.00 
4.60 


t     SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTIDN  4.1,2  FDH 
ACCDMMNVI^iG  «1)  1 FFEAENCE"  SCDHES 


er|g 


1.^0 
4,60 


3.65 
5.0> 
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TABLE  3.  .  SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC . SCHOOl'reSOURCES 
PROF  I LE4-  '       .  A 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL' 

HENT 

(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4i 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERI ENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHEK 
17) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

PERCE>JT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


BOND  MILL 


K-6 


BKANDYWINE 


l^RENTWOOD 


BUCKINGHAM 


CALVERTON 


CAMP  SPRIfJOS 


CAPITOL  HtlCHTS 


CARMODY  HILLS 


CAROLE  HIGHLANDS 


CARROLLTON 


CATHERINE   T  REED 


CHAPEL  FORGE 


CHEROKEE 


CHESTNUT  HILLS 


cmevErly  tuxedo 


PRE  K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K  -5 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
UO) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(>) 
(12) 


707      24.7  96.7 


__BamURY  HEIGHTS  K-6  569      20.7  93.7 


663       21.5  95.4 


270       19.3  91.7 


536       22.9  94.6 


740       22.5  96.8 


510       20.6  95.8 


483       21.1  93.1 


525       20.3  95.6 


504       25.1  95.4 


2.0  8.6       19.5        20.6  0.2         12.6  IL6Q24.0 

26.5        1.0        10.3       20.0     '   i9.3  9.4        12.3     -  12038.0 

28.9        2.0         12.6       19.3         18.4  .         5.6         12.2  12045.0 


X3.0        1.0  9»5        9*0        1?.9    ,       4.7  U.2 


9394.0 


2..0 


32.0         32.9  2.9   "    12.7  15859.0 


17 


540  2^^. 


0  95.8 


65?       22.3  96.9 


660      22.2       96.7  .27.4        2.3         10»9       21.7  ^7.0' 


659       22.9  95.6 


500       22.0  95.9 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR 


327       22.2  97.5 
DEFINITION  Of^  TERMS. 


26.3  2.5  10.7  16.1  27.-1 
25.8        1,0  8.3       19.0  11.2 

13.7        1.0         15.6       19.0  17..0 


3.0         12.6  13235.0 


4.5         12.4  14404.0 


6.9         12.1  ^  11163.0, 


5.8         12.3  13512.0 


3  9         12.5  12408.0 


2.8         12.4  13973.0 


6.3         12.4  12040.0 


1*7         12.8  15404.0 


1.7         12.6  ^15505.0 


2.3         12.4  13416.0 


8.1  "     12.6  15512.0 


ERIC 


37B 
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TABLE  4.  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MAR^I-^ND  NORMS,  BY 
TABLE  4.     RELAli  ^^^^  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 


SKILL 


PHltKL  OtOrtGES  COUNtlf 
SCHOOL  SViTEM 


SKILL  *»tt»S 


READING  COMPREHENSIQN 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAU  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME 

bomo  mill 

BKAOpClPY  HcIGMTS 
BRANOtWiNE 

bklntmooo 

buckingham 

calvLkton 

CA:^P  bPRl^^viS 
CAHITOL  HUGtUb 
CAkMOUY  MIuLS 

V 

CAmOlL  HlOtlLANDS 

camrojulton 

CATHEKINE  T  WtLO 
CHAPEL  FOKOL 
ChLROKrE 
ChtiTUUT  MILLS 
CHEVEHL^  TilxEuO 


SAS 
107,2 


92.'* 
98,3 


95,0 
'95,1 


87,6 
95.5 


3  106^5 
5  1UM,6 


6E 

M*30 
6.00 


3.do 

•1,70 


3O0 
11,90 


2.bn 

5,00 


U.OO 
5.80 


LAhO 
NORM 

U,20 
5.88 


3.J'« 
5.13 


.^.28 
II.91 


2.81 
»».7fl 


El'CE 


.10 
.12 


.'»3 


J  103.2  •  3.90 
b     103.1  b.90 


3  101.2 
b  105.3 


96.5 
92 


x 


95 
96,0 


3  101.3 
b  99.5 


3  iX)0,6 
5  103,8 


J  100,8 
5  9^.1 


J  103.6 
b  107.9 


3  105,6 
b  105.5 


J  99.1 
b  103.5 


3  105.3 
b  101.8 


3.70 
5. AO 


3.90 
M.70 


3.iin 
M.70 


3.10 
&.10 


3.70 
b.60 


3.99 
5.71 


3.78 
5.51 


^.67 
5.55 


3.36 
»t.73 


3.31 
S.OM 


:).66 

5.23 


^.63 
5.b7 


♦  .02 
-.01 


..21 


♦  .01 

♦  .09 


4.12 
4.3n 


♦  .03 

♦  .25 


GE 

M,70 
6,50 


2,90 
M,60 


3,U0 
5,10 


2,70 
5,00 


3,90 
5,80 


11,10 
6,20 


3,80 
5,90 


LAND 
NORM 

M.28 
5.87 


3.15 
5.19 


3.31 
11.96 


2.81 

u.8a 


v«,5ii  •  3.60 
-.01  5,10 


J, 60   \  3.62 

b.oo  ^  M,9:i 


M.20 
6.30 


3.90 
5.60 


3.80 
5.50 


M,00 
b.70 


3.83 
5.92 


3.93 
5.75 


3^51 

•s.;v3 


3.91 
5.5i 


♦  .09 
-.311 


-.26 
-.13 


♦  .07 

♦  .03 


-,02 
♦  .07 


♦  .37 

♦  .3A 


-.03 

15 


♦  .26 

-^.03 


♦  .09 

♦  .19 


3.10 
11.90 


3.20 
5.10 


3.70 
5.70 


3.80 
5.30 


>|,>I0 
6,30 


3,90 
5.80 


3.90 
5,80 


3.80 
5.60 


GE 

♦.12  U.QO 
♦.63  •  6.20 


,25  ?.90 
,59  • 


U.05 
5.70 


3.8>i 
5.55 


3.70 
5.57 


3.10 
M.dO 


3.32 
5.05 


3.71 
•  5.2A 


3.67 
5.60 


3.6A 
ii.9n 


♦  .09 

♦  .lU 


-.11 
♦•12 


-.15 
♦  .10 


>3.50 
5.00 


?.90 
5,20 


U  .UO 
6. no 


♦  .26 

♦.65  ♦  6.00 


LAND 
NORM 

U.58 
6.02 


3.52 
5.31 


3.67 
5.10 


3.20 
5.07 


U.36 
5.84 


M.17 
5.67 


♦  .10 

♦  .33 


♦  .20 

♦  .30 


♦  .06 
-.15 


-.51 
-.18 


♦  .03 

♦  .in 


♦  .12 

♦  .32 


3.tt7 
b.92 


3.99 
5.75 


3.57 
5.57 


3.97^ 
5.50 


♦  .53 

♦  .38 


-.09 
♦  .05 


♦  .33 

♦  •2^ 


-.17 
♦  .10 


u  .no 

6.00 


U.20 
5.10 


3.^0 
5.00 


;5.^o 

M  .90 


11.20 
5.90 


1 .00 
5.?0 


U.PO 
6.70 


ti.30 
5.  AO 


5.70 


U .  ^0 
5.<iO 


♦  .32 

♦  .18 


It.  50 
6.30 


UAMO 
NORM 

<««20 
6*05 


.62  ♦  3.00 
,Ul  U.60 


U.OU 
5.72 


3.76 
U.95 


3.67 
5.20 


11.05 
b.lO 


M.no 

5.7M 


11.02 
5.10 


M.19 
6.05 


M.31 
5.89 


3.92 
5.70 


U.29 
b.61 


-.17 

-.in 


-.3n 

♦  .13 


♦  .0*1 

♦  .16 


♦  .33 

♦  .33 


-.OM 
♦  .28 


♦  .UM 

♦  .17 


♦  .21 
-.20 


.25 
.50 


«.20 
♦  .Ifr 


-.02* 
4.10 


4.01 

♦  .65 


.01 
.09 


♦  .30 

♦  .00 


♦  .01 

♦  .26 


3. in 

5.30 


2.70 
S.nQ 


3.^0 
5.80 


M.nn 

6.10 


3.60 
6.00 


3.80 
5.00 


3.>*0 
1.90 


3.50 
5.30 


3.70 
5.^0 


3.80 
b.20 


M  .20 
6.10 


M  .00 
6. In 


3. An 
5.9n 


3.90 
6.00 


3.26 
5.36 


3.39 
5.15 


2.98 
5.12 


4.01 
5.87 


3.82 
5.71 


3.72 
5.75 


3. '•a 


^.••0 
fl.»5 


3.71 
^.•»5 


•3.69 
5.77 


DIFFER- 
ENCE 

♦  ,30 

♦  .25 


.26 
,76  • 


♦  •01 

♦  .15 


3.6A 
5.15 


3.86 
6.08 


3.96 
5.92 


3.61 
5.7M 


3.9m 
5.6A 


.28 
.12 


,21 

.07 


♦  .18 

♦  .39 


-.12 
♦  .25 


♦  .SM 

♦  .01 


♦  .00 
-.35 


-.21 
-.15 


♦  .01  s 

♦  .05 


♦  .12 

♦  .05 


♦  .3M 

♦  .32 


♦  .OM 

♦  .18 


♦  .19 

♦  .16 


-.OM 
♦  .3i 


.     S.H  CHAPTE.         SeCTIDN  FD.  DHMNITIDNS  DP  TEMS  USED  ^ND  EXPLANATION  DP  ASTERISK 
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TABLE  5* 


PKINCC  GfcOjiGES  COUmY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO,  MARYLT^ND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL  ' 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  *  * 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


SCHOOL  NAME 

UONO  MI|»L 
BRAObUHY  MtlOHTS 

bkandywinc 

BKENTaOOQ 

buckingham' 
calvuiton 

CAnP  bPRlNvS 
CAPITOL  HtlGHTS 
CA»(MOOY  HILLS 
CauOLE  HlOMLANbS 
CAhROLLTON 
CATHERINC  |  RttO 
CHAPEL  FOHOE. 
CHE.RUKrE 

CHLSmiT  tllLLS 
CHtVERLY  TuXEOO 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 


3  110,3 

S  107.2 

3  92.H 

5  98.3 


3  95.0 
5  95.1 


i  d7.6 
b  95.5 


3  106.5 
S  10<l.6 


3  103,2 
b  103.1 


3  101.2 
t>    103. J 


3  96«& 
5  92.9 


J  95.1 
t>  96.0 


i  101.3 
b  90.5 


i  100.6 
b  103.11 


3  100. A 
5  95.1 


i  103.6 
5  107.9 


105,6 
3  li>5.5 


3  99.1 
5  103.5 

4  105.3 

5  101«0 


6E 


<*.30 
6.00 


3.00 
<l.70 


3.30 
t».90 


2.60 
5.00 


5,80 


3«90 
5.q0 


3.70 
&.80 


3.90 
«».70 


3. HO 
*».70' 


3. HO 
5.10 


3.70 
5.60 


3.60 
5.00 


H.20 
6.30 


3,90 
5.60 


3.80 
b.SO 


LANO 
r40RM 


tl.20 
5.79 


3,05 
5.02 


3.22 
H,7H 


2.75 
H.78 


3.96 
5.56 


3.75 
5.H3 


3.62 
5.H& 


3.32 
H.56 


3.23 
H.82 


3.63 
5.12 


3.58 
5.H9 


H.7^ 


3.77 
5.85 


3,90 
5i6<» 


3.H8 
5.H7 


♦  .10 


-.05 
-.32 


♦  .OA 

♦  .16 


-.15 
t»22 


♦  iO'i 

♦  ,2^ 


♦  .15 

♦  .H7 


♦  .OA 

♦  •95 


6E 


«»,70 
6.50 


2.90 
H.60 


3.110 
5.10 


2.70 
'  5,00 


3.90 
5.80 


H.IO 

6.20- 


3.80 
5.90 


♦•58  •  3,60 
♦.IH  5,10 


♦  .17 
-.1? 


-.0? 


».l? 
♦  .11 


♦  .01 

♦  .26 


♦  .t»3 

♦  .H5 


♦  .00 

-.on 


♦  .32 

♦  .03 


H.OO 
5.70 


3. 88 
5.32 


♦  .1? 

♦  •3A 


3.110 
H.90 


3.20 
5.10 


3.70 
5.70 


3.80 
5.30 


tl.tIO 
6.30 


3.90 
5.80 


3.90 
5.80 


3.80 
5.60 


LAND 
NORM 


H.29 
5^82 


3.10 
5.10 


3.27 


2.78 
II.B7 


H.03 
5.61 


3.dl 
b.H9 


3.68 
5.50 


3.37 


9.27 
<l.92 


3.69 
5.20 


3.611 
5.511 


3.65 
H.AH 


3.8H 
5.88 


3.97 
5.68 


3.b4« 
5.5id 


ENCE 

GE 

♦  H.QO 

t^ttn  •  6«?o 


•  20 

•  50 


♦  .13 

♦  •26 


-.08 
♦•13 


-.13 
♦  •19 


?.nO 
<l«90 


3.50 
5.00 


2.90 
5«?0 


H.HO 
fS.OO 


♦  .29  ft. 50 
♦•71  •  6.00 


♦  •1» 

♦  •HO 


♦  .23 

♦  .H3 


♦  .13 
-.02 


H.OO 
6.00 


•  H9 

•  10 


♦  .06 

♦  .16 


♦  .15 

♦  .H6 


♦  •56 

♦  •H2 


-.07 
♦  •12 


♦.36 
♦  .28 


3.95 
5.38 


-.15 
♦  .22 


3. no 
5.00 


l.ilO 
H.90 


H.90 
5.90 


H.OO 

5.;>o 


H.?0 
6.70 


H.lO 
5. AO 


H.lO 
5.70 


H.10 
5.90 


LANO 
NORM 


i|*59 
5.97 


3,H8 
5^29 


3.6H 
5.05 


3.18 
5.  OA 


H.35 
5.77 


H.15 
5.65 


H,02 
5.67 


H.?0  ^  3.73 
5*10  -H.OA 


3.65 
5.12 


H.03 
5.38 


3.99 
5.71 


H.OO 
5.05 


H.17 
6.02 


H.30 
5. AH 


3*A9 
5.69 


H.28 
5.56 


ENCE 


♦  •31 

♦  •23 


«.5A 
-.39 


-.IH 
-•05 


-.28 
♦  *12 


♦  .05 

♦  .23 


♦  •35 

♦  .35 


-.0? 
♦  .33 


♦  .H7 

♦  .2;> 


♦  .25 
-.1? 


-.23 
-*H8 


♦  .21 

♦  .10 


♦  .00 
t.l5 


♦  .03 

♦  .6A 


♦  .00 
-.OH 


♦  .HI 

♦  .01 


GE 

H.50 
6.30 


3..0n 
H.AO 


3. HO 
5.30 


2.70 
5.00 


3. An 
5. AO 


H.OO 
6.10 


3.60 
6.00 


3.  An 
5.00 


3. HO 
H,Q0 


3.50 
5.^0 


3.70 
5. AO 


3.  AO 
5.20 


H420 
6. HO 


H.^0 
6.10 


3.80 
5.90 


LANO 
NORM 


H.eo 

6.00 


3.22 
5.33 


3.36 
5.10 


2.95 
5.13 


3.99 
5. AO 


3,81 
5,69 


3.70 
5.71 


3•H^ 
H.93 


3.36 
S,l6 


3.70 
5.H2 


3.67 
5.7^ 


3.68 
5.10 


3. A3 
6.05 


3.9t| 
5*A7 


5,58 
5.72 


4.02 
•♦.3H 


3^90 
6.00 


*    *«oSy:N"«0*:D?^«',ISIcei'«oS?S."^"'''"™'  EX.LAHATIOH       ASTERISK  »M 


3.92 
5.59 


DTPPERp 
tNCE 


♦  .30 

♦  •30 


-.22 
-.73  ♦ 


♦  »0H 

♦  .20 


-.25 
-.13 


-.19 
♦  .00- 


♦  .19 
♦•HI 


-.10 
♦  •29 


♦  .36 

♦  .07 


♦  .OH 
-.»6 


-.?0 
-•12 


♦  •03 

♦  .06 


♦  .12 

♦  .10 


♦  .37 

♦  .35 


♦  .06 

♦  .23 


'♦.22 
♦  ,18 


-.02 
♦  .HI 
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TABLE  3. 


SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHfflOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  W 


> 

* 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 
'  STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
-(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  f 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(41 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS- 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN , 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

J- 

SCHOOL  toR^ 
  ^V*  

ZATION 
{ 1 ) 

MENT 
( 2 ) 

RATIO 

TEACHER 

ADMIN. 

(6K 

TEACHER 
(7) 

[admTn, 

1  (8) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 

INCOME 
( $  ) 

CHILLUM 

K-6 

22.0 

96.0 

21*0 

1,0 

8.6 

20. a 

1 

9.1 

2.4 

12.  3 

11251.0 

CLINTON  GROVE 

K-6 

20.2 

96.2 

19.5 

1.0 

8.5 

17.4 

14.6 

3.4 

12.2 

12957.0 

, COLLEGE  PARK 

K-6 

259 

20.7 

96.9 

11.5 

1.0 

12.1 

13.0 

40 . 0 

4.8 

12.9 

14082.0 

COLMAR  MANOR 

K-6 

416 

22.1 

94.  3 

17. '9 

1.0 

5.7 

22.0 

15.9 

7.6 

11.1 

10920.0 

•   COLUMBIA  PARK 

PRE  K-6 

587 

20.3 

94.  8 

26.9 

2.0 

7.9 

15.1 

18.7 

4.  1 

I2I4 

12107.0 

CONCORD 

K-6 

626 

22.2 

96.4 

26 . 2 

2.0 

8.7 

29.0 

17 . 7 

7.4 

12.2 

10895.0 

COOPER  LANE 

543 

23.2 

96.  7 

22.4 

1.0 

9.3 

26.0 

6.4 

4.6 

12.4 

13267.0 

CRESTVIEW 

K-6 

543 

23.1 

96.  5 

22.  5 

1.0 

11.9 

31. a 

9.0 

1 

1.5 

12.3 

13814.0 

DISTRICT  HEIGHTS 

3-6 

368  ' 

19.3 

95.  0 

18 . 1 

1.0 

8.8 

29.0 

5.2 

7.5 

12.2 

10816.0 

DODGE  PARK 

K-6 

'630 

22.8 

92.0 

26.6 

1.0 

J. 8 

22.0 

34,4 

7.7 

12*2 

9694.0 

DOSWELL  E  BROOKS 

K-6 

604 

21.9 

98.3 

25.6 

2,0 

6.0 

16.0 

31.3 

9.2 

12 » 2 

10160.0 

PRE 

'  329 

19.2 

95.8  , 

16.1 

1.0 

15.2 

12.0 

21.9 

8.9 

12.3 

13'j  T.O 

ED6aR  ALLAN  POE 

444 

24.1 

95.9 

17.4 

1.0 

0 

6.8 

24.9 

15.8 

6.2 

12.4 

12088.0 

EDMONSTON 


FLINTSTONE 


FOREST  HEIGHTS 


FORESTVILLE 


FORT  FOOTC 


X-ft             258         21.5  95.1  I  11.0  1,0 

23.0  94.3  16.9  1.0 

K-6             496         22.6  94,8  20.9  1.0 

•^"6      X     502         21.3  95.0  .    22.6  1.0 

•^-fc            625         22.0  95.9  26.3  2.0 


15.2       15.0         8.2  8.2  11.8  11215.0 


10.6       14.6       30.2  2.8  13430.0 


8.8       15.0  37.3 


5.1  12.4    1^12355. 0' 


12.8       29.0       26.3^  7.3  12.2  10773.0 


11.*       16.0       18.5  12.6  1*262.0 


SEE  .APPENDIX  A  POP  DEFINITION,  OF  TERMS. 


ERIC 
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r.  ,       oc.ATTnw  nF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY.  SKILL 
TABLE  4.     R^ELATI°j;,f,  S'onJeRMl' ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  ' 

CONTROLLED* 


PHINCE  GEOttGES  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SVSTfeM 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABUL'ARY  ' 


REAOINO  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  UAHE 
CMILLUM 

% 

CLINTON  GROVE 

J  ■ 

COLLEGF  PA'<K 
COLHAK  MAIlUR 
COLUHUIA  <'ARK 

COhCOKO 

COOPEM  LAMt 

CKtsTvie* 

OISTHICT  HtlGHTS 
OOOGE  PARK 
UOS»iELL  E  uR^JOKS 
DOuGLa<;S 
EU6AR  ALLA.J  POL 

eumonston 

FUNTSTONt 
FO,ltST  HE  I  UMTS 

POhESTVILLc 

FOf<T  POOTt 


GR«E  AVERAGE  AVEPAOE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERA.E    HART-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER 

NORM 


SAS 


95.0  ^3.20 


3  103.6 
5  90.6 


3  100,2 
b  102,7 


♦ 


LAND  El  CE 
GE  NftRM^^ 

3.2^ 
5.12 


9H,H 
93. A 


96.9 


3  100,7 
5  95,5 


97,  M 
98.9 


3  102,5 
5  103,0 


96,2 
96,4 


91 ,6 
9tt,6 


dB,8 
91.8 


97,9 
99,0 


3.70 
b.HO 


H.OO 
6,10 


2.90 
H,30 


3.H0 
H,^0 


3.20 
5,10 


3ao 

5.0Q, 


3.90 

5,50 


3.H0 
H.OO 


2,60 
H.50 


2,90 
<««60 


3, HO 

H,no 


93,0  3,20 


90,4 
87,9 


103«9 


96,7 
92,2 


92,0 
97,9 


3  102,3 
5  90,3 


2,70 
t*.20 


3,60 
5,30 


3.f^0 
H ,  AO 


3,20 
H,AO 


3,50 
5.'40 


3.70 
5,10 


3.62 
5,53 


3,20 
H,72 


2.9'» 


3.60 
4.90 


3,H** 
5.22 


3,73 
5,51 


3.3«* 
4.96 


3,07 
4.80 


?,92 
U,63 


3,47 
5,29 


^•lA 


3.00 
n,39 


3.ftl 
5,20 


>,39 
14,75 


5,06 


,0A 


GE 


3,20 
SrlO- 


.,on 

♦  .22 


♦  .30 

♦  .57 


.,30 


♦  .Hh 
-.25 


-.HO 
^♦.20 


-,3M 
-.2? 


».17 
-.01 


».06 
-.16 


-.•♦7 
-,30 


.02 
.03 


,07 
,1*0 


♦  .0? 


,30 
.1'' 


-.21 
♦  ,,10 


LAND 
NORM 


3.31 


.11 

♦09 


3.73 
5.23 


♦ris 


♦  ,0o 
-,26 


-,23 
♦  .17 


3,00 
5,60 


3,00 
6.00 


2,90 
H,50 


2,90 
H,0O 


3, MO 
5,10 


3.10 

5/10' 


11,20 
5,90 


3,21) 
5.20 


2,60 
H,50 


2,90^^ 

\  * 

3,60 
•1,10 


3,20 


2,00 
M,60 


1.50 
5, HO 

3, MO 
M,90 


3,30 
5,10 


3, HO 
-5,50 


3.05 
5.22 


3.66 
5.55 


3.23 
H.79 


?.93 
5.10 


3.66 
H.97 


3.H6 
5.25 


-.05 
♦  .30 


f.lH 
♦  .H5 


.33 
.29 


,03 
.30 


-.26 
♦  .13 


-.36 
-.15 


3»70  ♦.'♦2 

5>^>^<':)*'**37 


3.H9 
5.31 


.02 
.51 


♦  .11 
-.21 


3.19  +.01 


3.01 
H.HH 


3.07 
5.23 


^3,^2 
H,  70 

3,12 
5.13 


3.70 
5.2H 


-.21 
♦  .16 


-,S7 
♦  .17 


-.02 
♦  .1^ 


♦  .10 

-.o:r 


-.30 
♦  .26 


GE 


:i.70. 

5.10 


3.00 
5.50 


H.no 

5.^0 


3.30 
H.40 


3.20 
U,^0 


^.00 
5.20 


3.40 
5.10 


4.20 
5.70 


3. "SO 
5.00 


3.00 
4  .00 


3.20 

i»..no 


3.70 
5.90 


3.50 


3.?0 
4.40 


3.Q0 
5.?0 


S»i»0 
4.90 


3.40 
5.30 


5.<»i0 


3.67 
5.31 


4.10 
5.36 


3.99 
5.66 


3.60 
5.00 


1.30 
5.22 


'mathematical  TOTAL 

AVERAGE    MAHY-  OtrFEH- 
LANO  EMCE 
NORM 


4.01 
5.10 


3.01 
5.39 


4.11 
5.60 


3.74 
S.15 


3.47 
5.00 


'3.30 
4.02 


3.0H 
5.46 


3.55 


3«30i 
4.60 


4.20 
S.36 


3.77 
4.91 


3.49 
5.25 


4.11 
5.37 


.03 
.21 


-.20 
♦  .14 


♦  .01 

♦  .14 


.30 
.60 


.10 
.42 


-.21 
♦  .10 


-.41 
-.29 


♦  .09 

♦  .0? 


.2»» 
.15 


-.47 
-.10 


.  10 
.32 


-.IH 
-.26 


-.05 


.10 

.20 


.30 
.16 


♦  .03 
•.01 


-.00 
♦  .05 


-.21 
♦  .23 


GE 


3.^0 
5.30 


3.00 
5.90 


3.00 
5.90 


3.10 
4.00 


3.?n 

5.10 


3.30 
5.10 


3.20 
5.50 


4.00 
5.O0 


3.40 
5.00 


2.90 
4.^0 


2.O0 
4.60 


3U30 
5.20 


3.30 


3.00 
4.00 


3.00 

5,40 


3.50 
5.00 


3.70 
.5.tni 


,  SEE  CHAPTEH  SECTION  *.1.2  FC  DEFINITIONS.OF  TEHHS  USE&  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTEMSK  <.» 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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3.30  ♦.02 
5.36  tf-.06 


3.03 
5.41 


3.67 
5.70 


3.34 
5.05 


3.07 
5.^7 


3.67 
5.15 


3.52 
5.H3 


3.70 
A. 72 


3.U4 
5.21 


3.20 
5.06 


3,06 
4  ,09 


3,55 
5,50 


3.29 


3.t<» 
4,66 


3.05 
5.«»1 


3.48 
H.97 


-.03 
♦  •H9 


♦  .13 

♦  ,20 


-.24 
-.25 


♦  •13 
-.17 


-.37 
-.05 


-.32 
♦  .07 


♦  ,22 

♦  .10 


.OH 
.21 


.30 
.16 


.16 
.29 


.25 
.30 


♦  ,01 


-.05 
-.01 


♦  ,02 

♦  .03 


5,30  3.23  ♦.07 

5. HO  5.Jl  ^.09 


3^70  -.00! 
-5,42  ♦.lA 


\ 


tCHILLUM  - 


FORT  FOOTE) 


0 


PKINCb  6£0H6£S 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5. 

COUNTY 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SCHOOL  NAME 


SKILL  APEaS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 

GRADE  AVERAGE  aVERaGL    MaRY-      oIFFFM-  AVERAGF    MaRY-       DIFFFR-  AVEpAGE     MaRY-      OIFFFR-  AUTpIgE    MAHY.  nlFFEU- 

CE    };SS?  aE    IjSSS    '^'^      oE    ^Sr^S    ^'^^^  -3 


CHILLOM 

CLINTON  GHjve 
COLLEoC  PAWK 
^        CUuMAi<  MAtyp(7  ^ 
^      COuUMDl,A  FAKH 
CUiiCOKH 


J  95.0 
5  9n.6 


J  1U3.6 
&  9A.6 


3  100.2 
5  102.7 


9<».<» 

93. n 


an. a 

96.9 


J  iao.7 

b       9b.  5 


97.* 
9fl.9 


3.20 
H.90 


3.70 
5.40 


<».00 
6.10 


2.90 
<»ft30 


3.40 
4.1^0 


3.20 
b.  ID 


3^10 

&.bo 


*^.22 
5.05 


3.77 
5.05 


3.56 
5.40 


3. in 

4.63 


2.(^2 
4.90 


5.59 
4.7B 


3.76 
5.07 


-.02 
-.15 


-.07 
4  .35 


♦  .44 
4.70 


-.3^ 


.56 
.10 


'.39 
♦  ,3? 


-.2n 
-.07 


3.2Q 
5.10 


3.60 
5.60 


3.60 

6„00 


2.90 
4.50 


2.90 
4.60 


3.110 
5. 10 


3. 10 
5.10 


3.27 
5.13 


3.d«r 

5.13 


3.61 
5.46 


3.23 
4.74 


?.66 
4.99 


3.65 
*J.67 


3*43 
5.15 


-.07  3.70 
-.03    '  5.10 


-.04 
♦  .47 


.19 
.54 


-.33 
-.24 


.04 
.19 


-.25 
♦  .2^ 


-.33 
-.05 


3.Q0 
5. ISO 


4. no 
n.fiO 


^.  ^0 
4.40 


3.70 
4.^0 


3.  AO 
5.?0 


3*40 
5. 10 


3.64 
5.31 


4.47 
5.31 


3.96 
5.62 


3.60 
4.95 


3.25 
b.lA 


3.99 
5.06 


3»79 
5.34 


♦  .06 
-.21 


-.27 
♦  .lo 


.04 
.16 


.30 


-.05 
-.96 


.19 
.12 


-.39 
-.24 


3.40 
5.30 


3.60 
5.00 


3.60 
5.P0 


3. to 
4.60 


3.20 
5. 10 


3>i3n 
5.10 


J. 20 
5.50 


3. 36 
5.36 


♦  .OH 
-.06 


3.83  -.03 
5.36  ♦.54 


3.64 
5.66 


3.33 
5.00 


3.02 
5.29 


3.67 
5.13 


3.49 
5.36 


.16 
.24 


-.23 
-.20 


♦  .10 
-*13 


-.37 
-*03 


-.29 
♦.12 


CKESTVIEr 
01STH2CT  tiLlOHTS 
DObCt'  HARK 
DOSWELL  E  iROOKS 
D0U6LASS 

% 

EDOAR  ALLA.t  POC 
EUMONSTON 


3  102.5 
5  103.0 


96.2 
96.4 


91.6 
94.6 


86. n 
91.0 


97.9 
99.6 


93.0 


9  90.4 
5  67.9 


3.00 
5.50 


3.40 
4.60 


2.60 
4.50 


2.90 
4.60 


3.40 

4.ao 


3.20< 


2.70 
4.20 


3.70 
5.42 


3.30 
4.66 


3.00 
ti.70 


2.62 
4.46 


3.41 
^5.15 


3.09 


2.93 
4.19 


♦  .20 

*  .OA 


«.2n 

-.06 


-.4^ 
-.20 


».06 
«.  14 


-.01 
-.35 


♦  .11 


-.23 
•  .07 


4.20 
5.90 


3.20 
5.20 


2.60 
4.50 


2.90 
4.20 


3.60 
5.10 


3.20 


2.60 
4.60 


3.77 
5.46 


3.35 
4.95 


3.04 
4.60 


2.66 
4.56 


3.46 
5.ji2 


3.14 


2.96 
4.26 


♦  .43 

♦  .42 


-.15 
♦  .25 


-.44 
-.30 


♦  .04 
-.38 


♦  .14 
-.12 


♦  .06 


.16 
.^4 


4.  90 
5.70 


3.50 
5. no 


3«n0 
4.qp 


?.20  . 
4,.  50 


3.70 
5.?0 


^.«i0 


4.11 
5.65 


3.71 
5.15 


3.43 
5.01 


3.25 
4.60 


3.62 
5.40 


3.51 


3.?0  3.35 
4.40  V4.50 


♦  .00 

♦  •05 


-»21 
-.15 


-.01 


4.00 

9'.  00 


3.40 
5.  no 


. 4  ^  2 .  QO 
.11  4.90 


-.05  2.9U 
-i3n  H.60 


-.1?  3.10 

-*2fl  5,20 


3. "50 


-.15  3.00 
-.10  i».60 


3»77 
5.66 


3.42 
5.1«r 


3.02 
4,65 


3.52 
5t.U5 


1    S£E  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  /OR 
ACCDMRANYINC  «DI FFBRENCr^  SCORES, 


PEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USEP  ANP  BXFLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 


♦.23 
♦  •22 


-.02 
-.19 


3.17  -.27 
5.06     ^  -.16 


-.12 

-.25 


.22 
.25 


3.25  ♦,05 


3.11 

4,56  ^,24 


FLINTSTONL 

3 
5 

103.9 
9H.5 

3.60 
5.30 

3,7^ 
5,84 

-,10 
♦  ,26 

3,50 
5.40 

3,86 
5,12 

-,36 
♦  ,26 

3,90 
5,20 

4,19 
5,31 

-.^0 
-.11 

3.6n 
5,40 

3,65 
^  5,^95 

-,05 
♦  .OS 

• 

FOMESr  HCl Gifts 

3 

5 

96,7 
92.2 

3.50 
4,60 

3,39 
4,50 

4,17 

♦  ,3n  ' 

3.40 
4.90 

3,38 
4,61 

♦  ,02 

♦  ,29 

1,60 
4,00 

3,74 
4,83 

♦  .06 

♦  .07 

3,!V0 
5,00 

9,45 
4,66 

♦  .05 

♦  ;]2 

FOHCSrvlLLc 

i 

3 
5 

92.0 
97.9 

3,20 
4,60 

3,03 
4,99 

♦  ,17 
-,1Q 

3.30 
5.10 

5,07 
5,07 

♦  ,23 

♦  ,03 

1,40 
5,10 

3,45 
5,#6 

-.05 
♦  .04 

9,30 
5,40 

3,19 
5,30 

♦  .u 

♦  .10 

FONT  FnOTL 

3 

5 

102.3 
^  98.5 

3,50 
b,40 

1,69 
54O2 

-,19 
♦  ,16 

3.40 
5.50 

3,75 
5,10 

-,3^ 
♦  ,40 

1,00 
5, AO  . 

-  4,09 
5.29 

^.19 
♦  .31 

3,70 
5,60 

9,7ft 
5,39 

-.06 
♦  .27 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL-COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PU^IL/ 
STAF»» 

AVERAGE 

DAILV 
ATTEN- 

TOTAL NO. 

AVERAGE  VEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT  ■ 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

 ^^OQU  NAME 

ZATION 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 

(3) 

DANCE 
(4) 

TEACHER  ADMIN. 
(5)     1  (6) 

teacher! ADMIN. 
(7)     1  (8) 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 

d(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(LOJ 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 

Ul) , 

INCOME 
(S) 

(12) 

  ..^> 

FORT  WASHINGTON 
FOREST 


FOX  MILL 


FRANCIS  T  EVANS 


K-6  602         21*4       96.9  26. 


GAVWOOD 


GLASSMANOR 


»  K-6 


GLENARDEN  WOODS 


GLENN  DALE 


GREEN  VALLEY 


GREENBELT 


GREENBELT  NORTH  END 
\ 

GREENDALE 


HAPPY  ACRES 


HARMONY  HALL 


HEATHER  HILLS 


HfiNRr  G  FeRGUSOM  PRfi  n  6 


HIGH  BRtDG£ 


MILLCREST  HEIGHTS 


HOLLY  PARK 


K-6 


I  2«0 


•.I       14.1  18.7 


K-6             500         23.8       95.7  19.5         I.5  10.9  15.3  13.3 

"                      "-^  56-7  1.0  7.6  24.0'  26.0 

K-6             468         20.9       94.7  21.4  i.Q  8.9  19. o'  44.2 

K-6            466         23.1       94.5  19.1  1.0  |.0  24.0  2.5 

K-*            04         2^.3       96.2  20.4  i.O  7.2  7.5  20.6 

K-6             445         19.9       ^6.3  21.4  1.0  10.3  13.0  6.3 

^86         23.7       96.1  If. 3  1.0  9.3  11.0  29.3 

K-6             470,        17.1       93.2  ^  2*. 4  1.0  8.  3  16.5  36.5 

21-6  1.0  7.6  25.0  32.5 

^22         20.8       94.6  19.3  1.0  9.0  10.0  22.2 

^97  23. 0       99.5  11.9  1.0  «i .  l  le.O  20.9 

■^"^  'J"*  38.1     .  2.0  6.8  24.5  16.7 

K-6            411  22.3       96.2  17.4  1.0  10.8  12.2  38.0 

02  22.0       99.0  21.9  1.0  8.1  23.9  6.6 

K-6             476  21.3       95.8  21.4  1.0  11.3  19.0  17.9 

K-6             513  21.2       96.2  23.2  1.0  14.2  13.0  16.5 

K"6             291  10.4       99.4  26.9  1.0 


K-6  533         23.6  04.1 


K-6 


2-6             12.6  15561.0 

^•7             12.6  15507.0 

5-5            12.3  10931.0 

5.5            12.4  12895.0 

6.9             12.4  11447.0 

5.3'           1,2.8  12385.0 

i 

8.9            12.4  13230.0 

^•^  ,  12608.0 

5-9  12.6  12404.0 

*.2  12.6  11626.0 

13.2  12.2  11068.0 

5.0  12.5  13919.0 

^•1  12.7  161^1.0 

*-0  12*6  '  14961.0 

9.3  12.1  11098.0 

5-6  12.4  13166.0 

'•7  12.2  11422.0 


7.9         ^6       17.9  6.4        '     12.2  12380*0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A   FOR   DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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CDNTROLLED+  •  .  ^ 


PKINCe  GEOt<GE&  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SKILL  AREAS 


SCMOOL  NAME 


GRAUE  AVERAGE  AVERAGt*  MARY 
LAND 


REAOINg'coMPREHENSION  vLANC,UA&  total  -  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

DIFFER-  AVERAGE    HaRY-      OIFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OJFFER 


SAS 


GE 


VOCABULARY 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 


OIFFER- 
ENCe 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


ENCE 


GE 


NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


FOK^  VIASH1..IGT0N 
FOREST  , 

3 

b 

105,5 
105,6 

x.io 

5.90 

3.93 
b.77 

♦  .17 
>.13 

'1,30 
6.10 

3.96 
5.77 

♦  .32 

♦  .33 

y.so 

6.00 

1.30 
5.91 

♦  .20 

♦  .09 

1 .  oo 

5^90 

3.93 

5^.^1 

FOX  HILL 

I'- 

96,7 
103,3 

3.70 
b.60 

3.51 
5.61 

t.lfr 
-.01 

3,90 
5,90 

3.55 
5.60 

♦  .35 

♦  .30  ' 

i.?o 

5. AO 

3.89 
5.71  ^ 

♦  .31 

♦  .06 

3.70 
6.00 

3.61 
5/78 

FKANCiS  T  lVANS 

j 
b 

97,3 
97,6 

3.70 
5.2a 

3.11 
&.05 

♦  .29 

♦  .15 

3,70 
5,20 

3.16 
5.12 

♦  .21 

♦  .OA 

3.70 
5.30 

3.61 
5.21 

-.11 
♦  .06 

3.70 
5.50 

3.50 
5.29 

GAYWOOn 

3 

b 

97,3 
9'*. 6 

3.20 
b.20 

•  3.M3 
1.93 

-.23 
♦  .27 

3,ao 

5,20 

3.16 
1.96 

-.26, 
,♦.21 

3.10 
5.30 

3.61 
5.09 

-.11 
♦  .21 

3.10 
5.30 

3.5'1 
5.11 

GLaSSMAT^OK 

3 
5 

97,0 
'  »1.2 

3.30 
1.60 

■  3.10 
,1.6b, 

-.10 
♦Vl5 

3,3^ 

5,10 

3.11 
1.70 

-.11 
♦  .10 

3*60 
5.10 

1.6^ 

-,iq 
^♦.56 

3.20 
5.10 

3 . 19^ 

i.aii 

GLLNAKHEN  mOOOS 

b 

**9,M 
10^.3 

3.70 
1.90 

3.55 
5.3b 

+  .15 
-.15 

3,60  ^ 
5,20 

3.59 
5.11 

♦  .21 
-.21 

<».10 
5. -50 

3.91 
~  5.52 

♦  .16 
-.2? 

/ 

3.60 
5.?0 

3.62 
5.57 

GLENM  nALL  ^ 

J 
b 

96,2 
99,9 

3.10 

5f;50 

3.37 
5.29 

-.27 
♦  .21 

3.20 
5.50 

3.39 
5.32 

-.19 
♦  .16' 

5.70 

i.71 
5.15  . 

♦  .06 

♦  .25 

3.50 

5.3n 

3.16 
5.50 

GRtEN  VALLKY 

3 

5 

100,2 
100,0 

3.50 
1.80 

3.5«» 
5.27 

-.09 
-.17  ^ 

3.60 
1.70 

3.61 
5.31 

-.01 
-.61  • 

1.10 
1 .90 

3.96 
5.11 

♦.12  /    3. ftp 
-.51  5.30 

I 

3.66 
5.19 

GRtENuFLT 

J 

b 

99,0 
100,7 

3.20 
^.10 

:5.53 

b.32 

-.33 
♦  .06 

3.20  '  3.57 
5.50  5.37 

-.37 
♦  .13 

3.50 
5.30 

3.92 
5.16 

•  -.1? 
-.1ft 

3.10  ^ 
5.50 

3.60 
5.53  • 

CHLENUFLT    lOPTl*  fNO 

3 

b 

91. «» 
97,2  \ 

3.30 
1.90 

3.26 
5.06 

♦  .01 
-.16 

3.10 
5.30 

3.26 
5.12 

-.Ifr 

♦  •in 

3.50 
1.90 

3.61 
5.22 
I 

-.11 
-.32 

3.10 
5.30 

3.^6 
'5.2ft 

/ 
GK^NOALE 

J 

b 

100,0 
9b, 7 

3.20 
1.70 

J. 56 
1,92 

-.36 
-.22 

3.20 
1.60 

3.62 
1.99 

-.12 
-.IQ 

3.70 
5.00 

3.97 
5.11 

-.27  - 
-ill 

3.30 
5.10 

3.63 
5.17 

,  HAPPY  ACRE:, 

3 

5 

97 ,6 
95,9 

3. fen 

1.60 

3.16 
5.05 

♦  .OH 

3.60 
1.60  > 

3.16 
5.07 

♦  .12 
-.H7 

1.00 
5.10 

3.63 
5.20 

♦  .17 
-.10 

3.60 
5.30 

3.51 
5.25 

HAmMONY  HALL 

3 
b 

106,6 
109,9 

1.10 
6.20 

3.99 
6.06 

♦  .11 

♦  .11* 

1.10 
6.30 

1.^05 
6.06  . 

♦  .35 
'♦.21 

1.60 
6.10 

1.36 
6.20 

♦  .21 
-.10 

1.20 
6.10 

1.01 
6.23 

HtATHLP  HILLS 

J 

107,7  , 
10^.2 

1.10 

1.05 
b.56  . 

♦  .05 

♦  .3? 

1.20 
6.10 

1.12/- 

♦  .06 

♦  .52 

1.10 
6.00 

1.13 
b,72 

-.03 
♦  .2ft 

1.20 
6.20 

1.06 
5.76 

HtfiRY  r,  FLMGUSON 

3 

b 

96.1 
92,9 

3.30 
l.bO 

3.1b, 
1.73 

.-.15 
-.23 

3.30  ; 

1.60  ' 

3.50 
1.79 
/ 

-.20 
-.19 

♦  ^.<*0 
1»A0 

3.1*5 
11.93 

-.15 
•.-.13 

3.30 
1.70 

3.51 
1.99 

HICiH  unlDGt 

3 

b 

9b, «» 
96,1 

3.10 
1.90 

3.33 
5.01 

-.23 
-.11 

3.10 
5,10 

3.31 
5.06 

♦  .06 

♦  .OTl> 

3.60 
5.00 

3.70 
b.l9 

-,10 
-.19 

\3 . 30 
5.10 

3.i;> 
5.25 

HlLLCRFST  riEIOi^fTS 

3 

b 

'  9'»,9 

ao.i 

2.90 
1.70 

3.27 

-.37 
♦  .79 

3,10 

*     5^00  , 

3.30 
3.91 

-.20 
♦  1.06 

3.50 
5.00 

3.66 
1.07 

-.16 
♦  .93 

3.50 
A  1.90 

3. 38 
1.15 

HOLLY  PARK 

b 

97.3 
100,5 

3.10 
b.lO 

3.12 
5.27 

-,02 
»  -.17 

3,00 
.  5,00 

3.15 
5.32  . 

-.15 
-.32 

1.00 
5.10 

x 

3.  ad 

b.l6 

♦  •20 
-.36 

.  3. .70 
^  5.60 

• 

3.51 
5.50 

t     SEE  CHAPTER  4f  SECT 

ION  4.1.2 

FOR  DEFINITIONS 

OF  TERMS  USED  AND 

EXPLANATION  OF 

ASTERISK 

(♦) 

♦  .05 
-.01 


♦  .09 

♦  .22 


♦  .20 

♦  .21 


-.11 
♦  .16 


-.29 
♦.22 


.02- 
.37 


♦  .01* 
-.20 


^.11 
-.19 


.20 
.03 


♦  .01 

♦  .02 


-.33 
-.07,  / 


♦^.06 
♦  ,05 


.19 
.13 


♦  .11 

♦  ,11 


-.21 
-.29 


-.12 
♦  .15 


♦•12 
♦.,75  ♦ 


^.19 
"♦.10 


7385 
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TABLE  5. 


PHlNCt  GEOuOES  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SY&TEH 


RELATION  OF.  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MAR.YLAND' NORMS ,   BY  SkIlL 
ARE.AS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOC  lOECONOMlC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONrROLtED+ 


SKILL  AREAS 


FOUT  *ASHI'<(iTON 
FOREST 


FOX  HILL 
FRANC T  LVANS 
GAyiorOon  ' 
glasshVnok 

(jLtNAKOEN  rtOOOS 
GLtiNN  nALL 
GKE.EM  VALLlY 
GKtEUtiFLT 


VOCAPfuLARY 

GKAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


RE^AOING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS„ 

3  105,5 
5  105,-e 


96,7 
103,^3 


97,3 
97,6 


97,3 
9'*, 6 


97,0 
91 ,2 


99,'* 
101,3 


y  96,2 
5  9^9,9 


3  100,2 
5  100,0 


99,0 
iOO,7 


GK£LN«FLT  'lORTi.  END     3  9'»,'» 
J  97,2 


.  GKEENOALE 

HAt»PY  *aCRLS 

) 

hakmony  hall 

HtATHER  HILLS 
*    HLNRY  G  FEMdUSON 

high  or idol 
hillchfst  height*; 

I 

HOLLY  PARK  y 


3  100,0 
5  95,7 


3  97,6 
5  95,9 


3  106,6 
i»  109,9 


3  107,7 
5  103,2 


'♦.lU 
5.90 


3.70 
5,60 


3,70 
5.20 


3,20 
5.20 


3,30 
<r.AO 


3.70 
'♦.90 


3.10 
5.50 


3,50 

'♦.ea 


3.2G 
5.<«0 


3,30 
'♦.90 


3.^0 
'♦,70 


3.50 
'♦.60 


'♦.10 
6,20 


NORM 


3,90 
S,67 


3.37 
<»«96 


3,37 
4,70 


1,35 


3.50 
5,« 


3.30 
5«16 


3,56 
S,  17 


3,i»A 
5.23 


5,18 
i».93 


3,5'^ 
'♦,A0 


OIFFCP-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  ,  .OIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY 


♦  ,20 

♦  .23 


♦  .2(» 

4.15 


♦  .33 

♦  .2<» 


-.17 
♦  .50 


-,05 


♦  ,?0 
-,3fl 


-.20 
♦  ,3i» 


-.06 
-.37 


-,2n 

♦  .17 


♦  .12 
-.03 


-.10 


Vge 

'♦,30 
6,10 


3,90 
5,90 


3,70 
5,?0 


3,20 
5,20 


3,30 
5,10 


3, AO 
5,20 


3,20 
5,50 


3,60 
'♦.TO 


3,20 
5,50 


3, 10 
5,30 


3,20 

'♦~.ao 


98,  1 
92,9 


95,  *♦ 

96,  1 


9'^,9 
80, 1 


'3  97.3 
5  i00,3 


'♦.10 
5.90 

(♦.Ol* 
5,i^'^ 

♦  .06 

♦  .'♦6 

\ 

'♦.20 
6,10 

3,30 
'♦.50 

*    3, '♦2 
'♦.B6 

.  -.1? 
-.06  *- 

3,30 
'♦.60 

3.10 
'♦.90 

3,25 
'♦,fl3  , 

♦  .07 

3,i«0 
5, 10 

2.90 
'♦.70 

3,22 
3.j^5 

-.32 
♦1.25  • 

3,10 
5,00 

3,<«0 
5.10 

3.37 
19 

♦  .'03 
r.09 

3.00 
•5,00 

LAND 
NORM 

3,97 
5,71 


3.51 
5.50 


3. '♦2 
5,0U 


3. '♦2 
(♦.SO 


3.i^0 
(♦,53 


3.56 


3.35 
5.23 


3.61 


3.53 
5.29 


3.23 
5.>«1 


3.60 
'♦.89 


3.<»i« 
'♦.91 


♦  .33 
♦.39 


♦  .39 
♦.HO 


-.10 
♦.57 


♦  .an 


-.15 
♦.27 


.01 
.5U 


-.33 
♦.21 


-.13 
♦.29 


-.'♦0 
-.09 


♦  .16 
-.31 


'♦.0'^  ^,36 
6.0^   ♦.26 


5.50 


3. '♦7 
'♦.67 


3.29 
'♦.92 


♦  .09- 

♦  .60 


-.17 
-.07 


♦.11 
♦  .  lA 


U.^O 
6.00 


5. AO 


♦.2t!-  3.70 
^  5.30 


3.(»0 
5.30 


3.26  -.16 
3.b3       ♦I. 37 


3;t*2 
5.26 


-.'♦2 
-.26 


3.60 
5.*»0 


<».  10 
5. "SO 


T.  AO 
5.70 


10 
'♦..90 


^.50 
5.30 


l.«^0 
'♦.no 


3.70 
5.00 


'♦.no 
5.10 


'♦.60 
6.10* 


'♦.40 
6.00 


l.MO 
'♦.AO 


3.60 
5.00 


T.SO 
5.00 


'♦.00 
5.10 


LAND- 
NORM 

'♦.29 
5.66 


3.67' 
5.67 


3.78 
5.2'^ 


3.78 
5.01 


3.76 
'♦.75 


3.91 
5.52 


ENCE 


♦  .33 

♦  il3 


-.OA 
♦  .06 


-.3A 
♦  .20 


-.16 
♦  .65 


♦  .19 
-.2? 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


3.71   i  ♦.oq 

5.'^1  4.^9 


3.96 
5. IS 


3.89 
5. '♦7 


3.60 
5.21 


3.95 
5.09 


3.00 
5.11 


'«.36 
6.17 


'«.(43 
5.66 


3.03 
'♦.OA 


3.66 
5.12 


♦  .l'^ 
-.52 


-.39 
-.17 


-.  10 
-.31 


-.25 
-.09 


♦  .20 
-.01 


♦  .21 
-.07 


-.01 
♦  .3U 


-.'♦3 
-.OA 


.06 
.  1? 


'♦.00    ^  3.93 

5.90  5.A9 


3.63 
3.91 


3.70 
5.'«'« 


-.13 
♦  1.09 


♦  .22 
-.3'^ 
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^3.70 
5.50 


3.'^0 
5.30 


3.?0 
5.10 


3.60 
5.2o 


3.5o 
5.30 


3.Ar 
'5.30 


3.'^0 
5.50 


3,'^0 
45.30 


3.3Cf 
5.10 


3,.  60 
5.10 


1.P0 
6.10 


1.20 
6.20 


3.30 
'♦.70 


3.30 
5.'^0 


3.*50 
'♦.90 


3.7n 
5.60 


3,56 
5.71 


^•'♦A 
5.20 


3. '♦A 
9FUQ6 


3. '♦7 
'♦.Al 


3.60 
5.*S6 


3. '♦2 
5. '♦5 


3.61 
5.16 


3.50 
5.51 


3.33 
5.25 


o3.63 
.  5. 11 


3.^0 
5.16 


3.99 
6.20 


I.O5 


OTFFER- 
EMCE 


♦  .07 
^.0| 


♦  .29 


♦  .22 

♦  .22 


-.00 
♦  •21 


-.27 
♦  .29 


♦  .00 
-136 


3.53 
1.93 


3.3A 
5.17 


3.  35 
3.9A 


3,10 
5.1fl 


«.00 
-.15 


♦  .16 
-.16 


-.10 
-.01 


♦  .07 

♦  .05 


-.33 
-.01 


♦  •10 

♦  .11 


♦•21 
-.10 


♦•15 
♦  •50 


-•23 
-•23 


-•00 
♦  •23 


♦•15 
♦  •92  ♦ 


♦  •22 

♦  •12 


\ 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  '  • 


"     SCHpOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

f 

1 

' TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DA  I LY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
'  ( A ) 

• 

TOTA  L 

NO  • 

/• 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
Ei^ERIENCE 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

nA5  TcQ ' 5 
DEGREE 

OR  AEOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILD'R&N. 

PERCENT 
D I  SAD- 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MP n  r  AM 
nc  f 1  An 

EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
Mil 

MED  IAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
!♦) 

TEACHER 
•G5 ) 

ADMIN. 
( 6 ) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

0  *■ 

/  HOTiLYHOOD 

K-6 

520 

21.5 

95.7' 

23.2 

1.0  ' 

10.2 

27.0 

31.0^ 

4.8 

12.2 

12791*^0 

< 

HYATTSVIH.E 

K-6 

590  - 

23.1 

94^1 

23.5 

•  2.0 

12.5 

25.0 

22.3 

9.3 

12.2^ 

11339.0- 

•   \  .  ■ 

f 

K~6 

374 

19.2 

94.5 

18.5 

1.0 

13-kO 

26.0 

20.5 

6f5 

1?.4  ' 

10992.0. 

K— 6 

405 

20.3 

91.4 

18.9 

1.0 

9.2 

16.0 

15.1 

4^4 

12.4 

< 

11731.0 

JTAJPIES  H  HARRISON  ' 

K-6 

705 

21. a 

94.4 

31.6 

2.0 

6.8 

13.7 

22.9 

2.7 

12.8 

11577.0 

^      JAMES  MCHENRY. 

625 

22.6 

94.8 

25.6 

2.0 

7.3 

13.3 

24.6. 

4.4 

X2.5 

12977.0 

/             ^AMES  RYDER  RANDALL 

K-6 

556' 

15.7 

94.0 

34.3 

^;o 

9.7 

40.0 

28.0 

4.2 

12.2  12980.0 

JOHN  CARROLL 


JOHN  EAGER  HG[WARD 


JOHN  H'  BAYNE 


PRE  K-6*  506         21.8      93.8  21.7        1.5  6.3     -11.3       12.9  ,       5.3        *    12.6  12070.0 

7.5       19.0       19.0     ,      5.9  12.3  12490.0 

"  *  <       .  J 

,  6*S       16. Of        6.6      -    8.6  12.1  £l376.o| 


K-^6  498         22.3.     92.7  21/3  -  1.0 


K-6  717         23.8      95.1  28.1  2.0 


KENILWO^ITH 


K-6  724         22.9       v6.2  29.6         2.0  9.1       25.0       28.2  2.0  12.7  16093. ol 


KENMOOR 


KENTLAND 


K-6  662-        22.8       97.9  27.0  2.0 


6.9       27.7      12. a  5.3  12.4  11935. ol 


•^-6  655         23.1      93.5  26.2         2.2  8.3       27.2       a6.3  4.6  12.2  11732. 


KETTERING 


LAMONT 


K-6  678         20.1      9  3.5  31.8         2.0  h.7       21.5      *29.6  8.8  12.5  14000. 

K-6  686         21.5      95.2  29.9         2.0  10.8       17.0      29.8  4.2  12.5  13242. 


LANDOVER  HILLS 


K-6 


514         24.5       93.3  20.0         1.0  10^6       12.0      21.4  5.1  12.3  '  12752. 


LANGLEY  PARK 


K-3  461        18.7      95.8  23.6         1.0  10.8       15.0       22.3  9,2 


12.3  10262. 


LANHAM 


K-6  452         20.9       95.3  20.6         1.0  7.6       17.0       27,8       <  4.7 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TEP>1S. 
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TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREASt  WITH  NOMVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ^ 


PHINCt  GEOHGES  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SVbTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


HOLtYmOOD 


SKILL  APEAS 


VOCABULARY 

GRAUE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


-  SAS 

3  102.1 
5  9fl.M 


3.60 
5.M0 


»  NORM 

3.70 
5.16 


DIFFER-  AVERAOr    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MA^Y-  DIFFFR 


EhCE 


♦  .2M 


3,70^ 
5.60 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


3.76 
5.20 


-.05 
♦  .MO 


GE 


3.Q0 
5.60 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


M.b9 
5.Jm 


-.19 
♦  .26 


MATMPMATICAL  TOTAL 

AVERAGE    HAHY-  OlFFER- 
LAND        ENCE  * 
NORM 


GE 


3.70 
b-70 


3.75 
5.39 


-.OS 
♦  •31 


HYATTSVILLK 


92.  S 
96,7 


3.00 
5.00 


3.15 
J«.99 


-.is 

♦  .01 


3.10 
5.00 


3.17 
'5.06 


.07 
.06 


5.00 


3.5M 
5.1^ 


-•2M 
19 


3.30 
5.%0 


3.27 
5.2M 


♦  .OS 
4.26  . 


J  ENOS  RAY 


96.2 
93.6 


3.20 
M.6U 


3.35 
M.79 


-.IS 
-.19 


3. MO 

M.eo 


3,39 
M.S6 


♦  .01 
-.06 


3. no  . 

■S.IO 


3.75 
M.97 


♦  .05 

♦  .13 


3.50 
5.20 


3.«^ 
5.03 


♦  .06 

♦  .17 


J  FRA44K  UE  iT  f 
JAMES  M  ^AMHlSoN 


3 

b 


95,2 
99^2 


3. MO 
5.10 


3  iOl.O  -<5.90 
b     100.2  5.60 


3.30 
S.19 


3.65 
S.26 


♦  .10 
-.09 


♦  f25 

♦  ,S? 


3.60 
5. MO 


3.33  ^.27 
5.25  ♦•IS 


M.OO 
5^60 


3.70  ,  ♦.50 
5^3M    %  t*M6 


3 .60 
5. MO 


M.OO 
•S.60 


3.69 
5.36 


M.OM 
5.M3 


-.09 
♦  .OM 


-.OM 
♦  .17 


3.50 
5. MO 


3.70 


f.MO 
5.M2 


3.70 

5.a.ri 


♦  .10 
-.02 


♦  .00 

-.la 


JA-itS  MCHtNHY 


,  J  103,6 
S  101,9 


3.60 
5.30 


3.79 
5.M  1 


-10 

-;ii 


3.60 
5.20 


3.Q6 
5«M6 


-.26 
-.26 


^.90 
5. MO 


M.19 
5.5S 


-.29 
-.  IW 


3.70 
5.60 


3.&3 
5.6{l 


--.13 
-.02 


JA.4ES  PY0br4  MAIiuALL     3  103.0 
b       96.  M 


JOitN  CaMHOi-L 
JOHN* LA GEM  HOWArtn 
jOiiN  M  UAY  xE 
KLHILKOHTH 


93.6 


95.0 
93.9 


97.1 
95,9 


3  ioa,2 

5  'JOfl.O 


bJQO 


♦  .36 


-.3M 


♦  .11 

♦  .2M 


-.10 
♦  .06 


♦  .?1 
4.06 


3,3U 
5,60 


3,00 
M,9U 


3, MO 
5,20 


3, MO 
5,00 


M,50 
6,30 


3.ai 

5.07 


3.3* 

M.69 


3.31 
M.90 


3.  MM 
5.00 


M.15 
5.93 


-.51 
♦  .53 


-.3M 
♦  .01 


♦  .09 

♦  .30 


-.OM 
♦  .00 


♦  .35 

♦  .37 


3. AO 
5.60 


3.30 
9.00 


3.70 
5. 10 


"^.OO 
5.10 


M.70 
6.?0 


M.IM 
5.^1 


3.70 
M.99 


3.67 
5.03 


3.79 
5.1M 


M.M6 
6.07 


♦  .s'J 


-.MO 
♦  .01 


♦  .03 

♦  .07 


♦  .11 
-.OM 


♦(.2M 
V.13 


3.70 
5.50 


3.3(1 
M.90 


3.50 
5.?0 


3. MO 
5.30 


0.20 


3.  BO  10 
5.^6  ♦.2M 


3. Ml 
5.05 


3.39 
5.09 


-.11 
-.15 


4.11 
4.11 


3.M9  -.09 
5.19  ♦.II 


M.09 
6.  10 


4.21 
♦  .10 


KLuMOUM 


9A.1 
96^7 


A. 30 
5.20 


3.M7 
5.03 


-.17 
4.17 


3.10 
M.70 


3.51 
5.06 


-.Ml 
-.3fl 


3.70 
M  .00 


3.n6 

5.20 


-.16 
-.30 


3.70 
M.OO 


3.55 
5.26 


4.15 
-.36 


KtiiXLA»'0 
KblTEMING 


3  92, 1 
5  96,0 


3  1U0,M 
b  100,5 


3.00 
M.90 


<*.00 
5»B0 


3.12 
M.96 


3.62 
5.36' 


-.12 
-.06 


4.3n 


3.0Q 
5.00 


M.OO 
5.60 


3.13 
5.02 


3.65 
5.30 


-.13 
-.02 


♦  .35 

♦  .22 


3.50 
5.60 


M.30 
5.50 


3.M9 
5.15 


3.99 
5.51 


♦  .01 

♦  .M^ 


♦  .31 
-.01 


3.20 
5.30 


M»00 
5.^0 


3.2m 
5.21 


3. en 

5.56 


-.OM 
♦  .09 


♦  .32 

♦  .2M 


LAmONT 


99, 1 
95,0 


3,30 
5.10 


M»97 


-.2M 
♦  .13 


3.10 
5*30 


3.57 
.M.99 


-.M7 
♦.31 


3.O0 
C.30 


3.92 
5.12 


-.0? 
4. in 


3. MO 
5.30 


3.61 

5. in 


-.21 
♦  .12 


LANDOVFH  HlLLb 

LAriCLLV  PA.<K 
LANHAM 


95,  M 
90.0 


^    1    too ,  ^/ 

t    5     102, <J 


3,00 
5.10 


95,5  i.20 


3.32 
.5.1M 


3.30 


-.32 
-.OM 


.10 


-.32 
♦  .13 


3.  10 
5.30 


3.30 


3. MO 
5.30 


3.3M 
5. IS 


•  3*^M 


3.65 
5.M9  ' 


-.2M 
♦  .12 


-.OM 


-.25 
-.19 


3.30 
5.?0 


3.60 


3.60 
5.50 


3.69 
5.31 


3.71 


3.99 
5.63 


t    SEE  CHAPTER        SECTIDN  A. 1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS 
ACCDHPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCDRES. 


DP  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATIDN  DF  ASTERISK  (*) 


T.39 
-.11 


*11 


-.39 
-.13 


3.?0 
5. MO 


3. MO 


3.50 
5.50 


3. Ml 
5.36 


3. MO 


3.6n 
5.6t 


-.21 
4  .OM 


♦  .00 


-.10 

-.17 
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TABLE  5. 


,  PHINCE  6E0K6ES  cOUNTV 
/SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION.OF,  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
ST/!fTISTICALi.^Y  CONTROLLED*     •       •  ,. 

t  ■  •  ■ 


SKILL  ARtAS 


VOCABULARY 


R&AOING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  «.ME       oHAuE  xvcRAOE  *vEP..L  M«y-    o,.rr«.  »«R»oe  M«r.    o^rrER- *VEP*0E  M»«r-    o.rrER- average   marv-  ,  orrr.R 


^  HOLLTteOOD 
cHYaTTSVILLL  « 
J  LNOS  RAY* 
J  FKAHK  OLhT 


3  102.1 
b  98-f» 


LAND 
6EV  NORM* 


92.6 
96.7 


96.2 
93.6 


95.2 
99.2 


JAMES  M  HAHRISCN         •  3  101.0 
■   5  100.2 


JAMES  MCHi/iRY 


3  103.6 
5  1U1.9 


JA^S  RYDEm  RANDALL     3     10  3.0 
9-      96,  <» 


JOmN  CARRUuL 

jOhn  Eager  homaro 

JOHN  H  OAY.iE 
KLNIU40RTH 

\  kLnmoo*p 

KLi.TLAMO 

KLTTtrttNO- 

LAMONt 

LAfjOOVER  MILLS 
LANGLtY  Pa.<K 


93. & 


95.0 
93.9 


97.1 
9b. 9 


3  10H.2 
b  101.0 


3  9S.1 
5  96.7 


1  92.1 
b   '  96.0 


3  100. H 
5  100,5 


99.  1 
95.0 


95, a 
9ft.  0 


95. -5 


A  100. <♦ 
3  102.1* 


3.60 

>  S.<»j0 


3.00 
5.00  • 


3.20 
<».60 


3.40 
5.10 


«3.90 
5.60 


3.60 
5.30. 

'3.^;0* 

b.40 


2.90 
<».50 


3.40 
5.10 


3.30 
5.00 


•♦OO 
6.00 


3.30 
5.^0 


3«00 
<t.90 


•».no 

5.50 


3.30 
'5.10 


3.00 
&.10 


3.20 


3.30 
5.60 


3.66 
5.03 


3.06 
<».66 


3.30 
<».62 


»3.23 
5.10 


3.61 
5.16 


3.77 
5.33« 


3.7«> 
<*.06 


3.21 
<».63 


i.22 
il.61 


5. 36 
4 . 61 


4.07 


4.6ft 


3.04 
49ft2 


3.57 
5.21 


^46 
'1.74 


1.25 
4.99 


-.Oft 
♦  .37 


«.12 


-.10 
,  -.0? 


♦  .17 

♦  .00 


♦  .20 

♦  .42 


-.17 
-.03* 


-.24 
f  .54 


-.34 
-.1? 


♦  .in 

>,^.46 


-.06 
♦  .IQ 


♦  .23 

,  4.15 


-.12 
♦  .32 


-.04 
♦  .Oft 


».43 
♦  .20 


-.10 
».36 


-.25 
.♦.11 


3.25  -.05 


3.57 
5.35 


-.27 
♦  .25 


G£ 


3.70 
5.60 


3.10 
5.00 


3.40 
4.60 


3.60 
5.40 


4.00 
5.60 


3.60 
5.20 


.1.30 
5.60 


3.00 
4.90. 


3.40 
5.20 


•  3,40 
5,00 


4.50 
6.30 


3.110 
4.7ft 


3.00 
5.00 


•^.00 
5.60 


9.10 
5.30 


3.10 
5;30 


3.3U 


3.40 
5.30 


LANG 
NORM 


3.74 
5,11 


3.12 
4.97 


1.35 
4.72 


3.26 
5.17 


3.67 
5.25 


3.04 
5.39 


3.60 
4.95 


3,29 
4.7? 


3*27 
4.75 


3.41 
4.91 


4.15 
5.66« 


3.  «»7 

4.  «7 


3.0ft 
4.9? 


9*63 
5.2ft 


3;54 
1.83 


.29 
.06 


3.30 


3.U3 
5.41 


-.04 
♦  .49 


-.02 
♦  .03 


♦  .05 

♦i06 


♦.32 
♦.23 


♦.33 
♦  .55 


«'.24 
-.19 


-i50 
♦.65 


-.29 
♦  *  16 


♦.13 
♦  .45 


-.01 
♦  ,0Q 


♦.35 
♦  .42" 


-.37 
-.27 


♦.Oft 


♦  .37 
♦.32 


-'.44 
♦  .47 


-.19 
♦.22 


6E 


5.60 


3.10 
5.h0 


5.ft0 
•I.  10 


5.60 
5.40. 


4. no 
5,60 


.1.00 
5.40 


ii.no 

5.60 


3.^0 
5.n0 


3.70 
5-.  10 


3.Q0 
5.  10 


(1.70 
6.?0 


1.70 
4.O0 


l.«SO 
5. AO 


4. 10 
5.50 


3. 'JO 
5.30 


1.10 
5.?0 


♦  .00  -l.#iO 


-.23 
-.11 


3.60 
•S.50 


LAND 
NORM 


4.afr 
5.30 


3.50 
5.17 


3.71 
4.93 


3.65 
5.36 


4.01 
5.4*3 


4.17 
5.56 


4.14 
5.15- 


3.66 
4.93 


3.64 
4.96 


3.77 
5.11 


4.46 
6.03 


ENCE 


-.1ft 

♦  .30 


-.20 
-.17 


GE 


3.70 
5.70 


3.30 
5.50 


♦  .09**  3.50 
♦.17  5^.20 


-.05 
♦  .04 


3.50 
5.40 


-.01  3.70 
♦.17  %5.3n 


-V.27 
-.16 


-.34 
♦  .4«4 


-.36 
♦  .07 


♦  .06 
♦.14 


♦  .13 
-.01 


♦  .24 

♦  .17 


3.63  *.n 
5.17-  -.27 


3.46 
5.12 


3.97 
5.46 


3.69 
5.04 


3.66 
5.27 


3.67 


3.97 
5.56 


♦  .04 

♦  .4ft 


♦  .01 

♦  .26 


-.36 
-.07 


.07 


-.37 
-.06 


ERIC 
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3.70 
5.60 


3.7n 


3.30 
4.^0 


.3.'*(V 
5.?0 


3.40 
5.30 


<.30 
6.?0 


3.70 
4.90 


3.20 
5.30 


LAND 
NORM 


3.75 
5.34 


3.24 
5.2$ 


i3.42 
'».9e 


3.37 
5.40 


3.69 
5.4n 


3.ft3 
5.60 


ENCE 


-.05 
♦  .36 


♦  .06 

♦  .28 


♦  .06 

♦  .22 


♦  .13 

♦  .00 


♦  .01 
-.18 


-.13 
♦  .00 


-.10 
♦  .31 


-.07 
-.06 


*M4 
♦.1^ 


-.tf7 
♦.14;' 


♦  .22 
♦.14 


♦.33  .4.00 
♦.04  5.ft0 


3.53 
5.22 


3.2n 

5.16 


3.65 
5.50 


♦.17 
-..32 


♦  .00 
\  ♦.I* 


35 
30 


3.40 
5.30 


3.20 
5.40 


3. 40 


3.50 
5.5a 


3.5ft  -vl6 
S.OqV^  ^^21 


3.90 
5.31 


-.18 
♦\09 


3.39  ♦.Ol 


3.65 
9.62 


-.15 
-.IS 


(LAUREL  - 
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TABLE  3,     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SC"HOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  '         ■  ' 


SCHOOL  NAME 


LONGFIELOS 


LYNDON  HRt 


fjAGNOtIA 


HARp  A  EDHONSTON 


MARGARET  BRENT 


MATTAPONI 


attheh  henson 


mccormick 
^  meapohbrook 

HELWOOB 

MIDIUE  ro  i  VAt  LEY 
HONTPEl  UR 
MORNINGS  IDG 


GRADE 
ORGAN r> 
ZATION 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

heA 

(2) 


1 

PERCENT 

AVERAGE 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

RATIO 

DANCE 

(3) 

(4)^ 

TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER 

{5h 


ADHIN. 
(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPEKIENCE 


T&ACHER 
(7) 


ADHIN, 


PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER  >5| 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(XO) 


MEDIAN 
EDliCA- 
TlOf^  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
^^AMILY 
INCOME 
(SI 
(12) 


K-6  397  17.1  95.5  21.3  1,0 

K-6  601  21.4  95. i  26.1  2.0 

R-4.  706  22.4  9fi,'t  29.5  2. a 

^"^  535  21.3  95.0  24.1  1.0. 


K-6 


K-6 


4-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


HT  RAINIER 


NORTH  FORESTVIULE        PRE  K-6 


0  W  PHAIR  . 


K-6 


T.3.     19,0       34.5  7.6 


12.2  •  10125.0 


9.9      13.5       19.6  •       4.1  12.3  1360b.a 


7.5r  17.4  14.3 
i.4      27.0  21.9 


5.7  12.3  11306.0 


12.2  10373.0 


K-6  537        21.9      91.1  23".5        1.0  6.3      12.0  32.7 


1.9 


12.6  13643.0 


588        21.7      94.5  25.1  2.0 

408        19.7       95.1  t9.7         1.0  11,8      19.0  25.6 


9.5      13.0      24.7  9.0  12.4  11365.6 


S54  23.1  96.0  '  }4.9  2.0 
626        22,0      95,2  26.4  2.0 


9.)      19.0  17*3 


6.6       15.3  21.1 


12.4  ,  11353.0 


13523.0 


368        17.0       94.5  20.6         1.0  iO.O       20.0       11.6  9/3 


650'       21.9   .  97.4  27.6  2.0 

6<J2        22,3      95.7  28.2        2. a 

591        21>l      96.1  25. '4  2.0 


9.2      2T.0       3Z.'2  1.7 


1.0  22.5  17.5 
)  10.1 


9.7  12.2  12672.0 


14.0       10.9  4.4  12.5  14304.0 


684        23.8      96.0  26.7        2.0  7.3      30.9      22.6  2.5 


12.8  11961.0 


1^ 


f.7      27.0      17. i  6.3         .  12.1  H509.0 


11.2  9219.0 


503        22.3      92.7  21.9  1.0 

v. 

356        21.3      93.1          15.7  1.0  lo.l  17.0       35.9        10. i' 

578        21.0      97.2  ^  25.5  2.0  10.5  19. |      29.4  6.9* 

421        20.7      96.1          19.3  1.0  8.1  12.5       31.0  11.6 


12.3  13192^0 


12.2  11194.0 
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(L^UReu  -  0  W  PHAIR); 
j  TABLE  4. 


RELATION  OF 
AREAS,  WITH 
CONTROLLED* 


ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKI-l?L 
NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 


PHlNCL  btU.<Gtb  cQUNTY 
SCHOOL  JSYSTCM 


SKTLL  AREAS 


VOCAOULART 

bCHOOL  UAM£  GRADE  AVERAGE  AV^RibE.     MARY-  OIFFFr- 

SAS  GE^  NORM 


READING  CQMHREHCNSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT^L 


AVERAGE     MARY-'     DIFFER-  AVEPAGE    MARY-  OIFFFR- 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


gE 


LANG 
NORM 


ttici 


AVERAGE  MARY- 
GE  NORM 


OTFFER- 
•  EHCE 


LAUREL 


90,7  «3,10 
96,1  !>«20 


3. Id 
<i.91 


-.39 


3.20 
5.00 


3.&ti 

5«00 


♦  .00    ''  5.10 


3.09 
5.11 


-•30 
-•01 


3.  3n 
5.10 


3.5f» 
.  5.17 


-.26 
-.07 


LLwlSUALL 


96.0 
97.  fl 


3. HO 
5.40 


5.3b 
5.15 


».0<i 
».25 


3.50 
5.-50 


3.37 
5. to 


».  13 
♦  .32 


s.no 
5.^0 


3.73 
5.32 


♦  ^07 
-.0? 


3.50 
5.70 


3.05  i 
5. .^7 


♦  .05 

♦  .33 


LUI.GF1FLD& 


94.5 
95.6 


3.50 
4.90 


3.25 
U.93  ' 


♦  .25 
-.03 


3.50 
J»,70 


3.2A 
ti.99 


♦  .22 
-.29 


3.70 
5.?0 


3.64 


♦  .06 

♦  .00 


3.5n 

5.00 


3.36  ♦.l^ 
5.17  -.17 


LYf^OOH  HILL 


97.2 
90.3 


3.30 
4. AO 


3.40 
^.07 


.10 
.27 


3.30 
4. 90 


3.45 
5.15 


.15 
.25 


3.Q0 
4.60 


3.00 
5.27 


-.40 
-.67 


3.<«0 
5.00 


3.<»Q 
5.32 


-.09 
-.32 


MAoNOLlA 


3  \04.0 
5  100.3 


3.90 
5.00 


H.54 


*  .on 
-.34 


3.90 
5.10 


5.00 
5.37 


♦  .02 
-.?7 


4.70 
5.30 


4.21 
\  >5.49- 


-.01 
-.19 


4.00 

5.20 


3.06 
5.53 


♦.l*» 
-.33 


MAftG  A  EOMONSTON 


3  107.9 
t>  .  90.5 


4.10 
5.20 


(4.02 
S.12 


♦  .oT^ 
*.  Of« 


4.3U 
5.50 


4.12 
5.19 


♦  .lit 

♦  .31 


4  .no 

5.4  0 


4t44 
5.31' 


♦  .06 

♦  .09 


4.30 
b.\0 


4  .04 
5.36 


•  .26 

♦  •04 


MamGAKFT  U'CNT 


J  9«*.7 
|p  iO?.3 


3.50 
5.40 


5-27 
5.37 


4  .25 
♦  .03 


3.40 
5.40 


3.29 
5.4«V 


♦  .li 

-.05 


5. 10 

S.«i0 


3.66 

.  5.51& 


♦  .14 
-.06 


3.60 
5.«0 


3.37 
5.61 


•  .23 

♦  .19 


MAtTAi'onI 


3  102.7 
b  103.2 


3. AO 
5. An 


.3.7V 
«*.51 


*  .06 
.  .20 


4.00 
6.10 


3.79 
5.04 


♦  .21 

'♦.56 


H.  50 
5.^0 


4.13 
5.69  ■ 


♦  ,17 
-.09 


3.<>0 


3.79 
5.72 


•.II 
♦.10 


MATT>4cv   He  <b0N 


9M.3 
95.4 


3.20 
4.50 


J.<*0 
11^97 


..2A 
-.*»7 


2.9U 
4.00 


3.52 
5.00 


-62 
.20 


5.40 
4. AO 


3.A7, 
5.13 


.47 
.33 


3.10 
5.00 


,56 
19 


-.46  ¥ 
-.19 


MtCORrirCK 
MLaOOuPMOOk 


9R.0 


3  110.0 
5  109.1 


5. GO 


4.30 
6. 10 


5.11 


<*.  10 
5.9A 


-.11 


.12  . 
.12 


5.2a 


4.50 
6.40 


5.20 


4.27 
5.99 


♦  .00 


*.23 
••.41 


5-00 


4.70 
6.  10 


5.30 


4.57 


.30 


♦  .15 
-.0? 


5.  50 


4.4Q 
6.20 


5.  56 


4.  lA. 
6.15 


-.06 


.2? 
.05 


HLLWOOf* 


MUiTPLl  1E« 


MT  RAlraCR 


92.6 

3.50 

5*.  16 

»  .34 

3.90 

3.16 

♦  .74  • 

5.00 

5.52 

♦  .3A 

b 

90.2 

5.10 

5. 14 

-.nil 

5.30 

5.19 

•.11  » 

5.^0 

5.33 

♦  .17 

MLLLY 

3 

105.0 

3. AO 

5.  AO 

-.OA 

3.00 

3.94 

-.14 

4  .20 

4.27 

-.07 

3 

105.6 

5. AO 

5. 70 

♦  .10 

5.90 

5.73 

♦  .17 

n.90 

5.07 

♦  .03 

3 

110.4 

4.20 

4.  IH 

♦  .02 

4.50 

4.29 

♦  .21 

4.iO 

4.61 

♦  .10 

107.1 

6. 10 

^.74 

♦  .5ft 

6«40 

5.51 

♦  .59  • 

6.00 

5.90 

♦  .in 

1.'  . 

3 

09.7 

3.10 

ff.OA 

♦  .1? 

3.  10 

2.97 

».15 

5.2>0 

3.35 

-.15 

5 

90.0 

4.40 

4.61 

-.21 

4.60 

4.66 

*-.06 

4  .,70 

4.00 

-.10 

3 

03.2 

2.60 

2.56 

*.04 

2.70 

2.5H 

4.16 

?.«0 

2.94 

-.14 

5 

95.6 

4.60 

4.65 

-.05 

4.00 

4.75 

♦  .05 

4.70 

4.94 

-.24 

tiTVlLLF. 

3 

99.6 

3.50 

5.56 

-.06 

5.50 

3.60 

-.10 

4.  00 

3.94 

♦  .06 

5 

95.1 

4.90 

4.96 

-.06  ' 

5.20 

^4.99 

♦.ai 

5.50 

5.13 

♦  .37 

PmaIR 


3  t02.1 
b  99.6 


4.00 
5.40 


3.60 
5.10 


♦  •3? 

♦  .2? 


4.10 
5.50 


3.75 
5.26 


♦  .35 

♦  .24 


4.40 
5.?0 


4.10 
5.30 


1    SEE  CHAPTER        SCCTION  4«1.2  FOA  OEPINITIONS  OP  TEA^S  USED  ANO  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (•! 
ACCOMPANYING  ♦•01 PPEAENCE**  SCORES- 


♦  .50 
-.lA 


5.^0 
5.40 


3.fl0 
6.00 


4. 5n 


3.?0 
4.9o 


5.27 
5.57 


5.92 
5.90 


4.17 
5.94 


3.11 
4  .A6 


2.70  2.7fr 
4. 00  "^"^^4. 99 


3.70 
5.30 


3.90 
5.«»0 


3.63 
5.  >A 


3.74 
5.«»3 


♦  .63 

•  .03 


.12 
.10 


♦  .13 

•  .26 


.09 


-.06 
-.19 


♦  .07 

♦  .12 


♦  .IG 
-.03 


1} 
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(LAUREL  -  0  W  PHAIR) 


TABLE  5\ 


PHlNCt  6E0.46&S  COOnTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  ItO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
AREASf  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLEDli 


SKILL  AREAS* 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTfL  MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRADi  AVERAGE  AVEPAGL     >4ARY-       DIFFFH-  AVERACE     MaRY-      DIFFER-  AVEpaGE     MaRY-      DIFFfR-  AVERAGE  MARY- 


SAS 


.GE 


LAND 
NORM 


EP'Cr 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


6E 


LA^ro 

NORM 


OTFFER- 

ENCE 


LAURtL 


98.7 
96.  1 


5.20 


3.M6 
H.03 


-.36 
♦  ,37 


3.20 
5.00 


3.50 
5.  |0 


.37 
.02 


3.30 

a^io 


3.-56  r  -.26 
5.17  -.07 


LtHlSOALE 


96.0 
97.8 


3«M0 
5. MO 


3.2'9 
M.90 


«.tl 


3.50 
5.50 


3. no 

5.^0 


3.70 
5.25 


♦  .in 

♦  .05 


3. SO 
5.70 


3.«»| 
5.30 


♦  •09 

♦  .UO 


LOhGFlFLDS 


9M.b 
95.6 


3.50 
M.90 


3.19 
M,79 


«.3l 


3.50 
M,70 


3.70 
5.20 


3.61 
S.09 


♦•DO  «  3.50 
♦.II  5.00 


3.33  f  ♦.17 


5.13 


43 


LYI.DON  HI  Li. 
MAGNOLIA 

aARG  A  EOKONSTON 
MAllOAr^rT  UlENT 
MATTAPAMI 

o 

HATTHtW  HL«4S0rj 

MCtOMrtICK 
MtADO«fmOUi\ 

MtLWOOI/ 

MlODLtTDN  VAULLY 

momtplli£m 

MOMNIflf.SIUu 
MT  RAPJICN 
4,      NOhTH  FORt  jtVILLf 
0  M  PmAIR 


97.2 
9B.3 


^  101.0 
^  100.3 


3  107.9 
b  ^9a.5 


3  "9«».7 
b  102.3 


3  102.7 
S  10^.2 


3  90.3 
5      95. U 


3  110. 0 
5  1U9.1 


3  92.6 
9«.2 

3  105.0 
b  lOS.6 


3  110. M 
3  1U7.I 


i  BO.  7 
i>  90^.0 


^  IU2.I 

5  99,6 


3.30 


3.90 
5.00 


M.IO 
5.20 


3.50 
5. MO 


3.00 
%.0O 


3.?n 

M.50 


5.00 


M.30 
6.IU 


3.50 
5. 10 

3.00 
9.00 


6. 1& 


3. 10 
M.MO 


M.OO 
5. MO 


3.36 
5.02 


^•«0 
5.19 


M«05 
S.OM 


3.20 
5.36 


3.7? 
5. MM 


3.M3 
M.77 


5.06 


M.  in 

S.95 


1.07 
5.01 


3.06 
5.65 


M.2I 
5.7a 


2.00 
'».37 


?,Hf> 

tfU2 


3.52 
M.7M 


3.60 
5.13 


-.06 


♦  .10 
-.19 


♦  .05 

♦  •16 


♦  .30 

♦  .Om 


♦  .On 

♦  .36 


-.27 


-.06 


♦  .12 

♦  .15 


♦  .M\ 

♦  .  OQ 


-.06 
♦  .15 


«»«01 


♦  .?2 

♦  .03 


♦  .M 

-.02 


.02 
.16 


♦  .3? 

♦  .?7 


3'.  30 
M.90 


3^90 
5. 10  « 


M.30 
5.50 


3. MO 
5. MO 


6.10 


2.90 
M.0O 


5.20 


M.SO 
6,M0 


3.90 
5.30 

3.00 
5.90 


ti.50 
6. MO 


3.10 
1.60 


2.70 
M.0O 


3.|i0 
5.20 


1.10 
^.50 


3. MO 

-^.69  •  5.00 


M.?0 
5.^0 


5.  IM 


3.93 
5.69 


2.M0 
*».72 


3.57 
M.OM 


3.7M 
5.21 


♦  .15 


5V60 


-.59  •  3.V«0 
-.07  M^O 


♦.06  s.nt 


♦.79  •  ^.nO 
♦.21  5.50 


M.itO 
6<nO 


♦.22 

♦  .on 


-.07 
♦  .36 


♦  .36 

♦  .29 


2. no 

M.70 


M.nO 
5.50 


M.uO 
5.90 


(k20 
5. MM 


3.62 
5.59 


5.33 


3.^9 
5.20 


M.60 
5.96 


91 
93 


3^93 


M.dn 

b.30 


♦  .00 
-.|M 


♦  .06 

♦  .QO 


♦  .in 

-.09 


♦  .in 

-.06 


-.MM 
-.27 


♦  .13 
-.01 


♦  .Ml 

♦  .2? 


-.06 
♦  .06 


♦  .20 

♦  .OM 


-.11 


-.  1 1 
-.23 


♦  .07 

♦  .M5 


♦  .3? 
-.19 


M.OO 
5.20 


M.30 
5. MO 


3.6n 

5. no 


3.90 
5.90 


3.10 
S.OO 


5.10 


M.MO 


3.9(1 
S.MO 


3.00 
6.00 


M.3n 

6.P0 


3.20 
M.Qfl 


2.70 

M.no 


3.70 
5.30 


3.90 
5.M0 


3.Mn 
S.  33 


3^n5 

5.HII 


1.06 
5#i5 


3.3m 
5.63 


3.7fl 
5.70 


3.5m 
5.12 


5.37 


M.  in 
6.IM 


3.23 
5^  33 


3.91 
5.0n 


M  .20 
5. 99 


3.07 
M.7n 


2^71 

M.on 


3.61 
5.  10 


3.75 
5.M1 


-»O0 
-.33 


♦  ;15 
-.2« 


♦  .24 

♦  •05 


♦  •26 

♦  .17 


♦•12.1 
♦•20  1 


-•MM 
-•12 


.07 


♦  •;»2l 

♦  •06  I 


♦  •671 

♦  •07l 


-•ll| 

♦  •12 


♦  •le 

♦  .211 


♦  •12 

♦  •  IS 


-•01 

-•  Ifl 


♦  •oq 

♦  •2fl 


♦  •  la 

-.01 


*    AW^S^A^^fw^iwFFei^NCei^icoj;™.''"'''"''''''  "  ^""^  AND  EXPLANATION  ASTERISK 
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(OAKCREST  -  RIVERDALE) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN, 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIU 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PEROENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED . 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHUOt  r4AH8 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMtN* 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(0) 

INCOME 

(i) 
(1?) 

Q  OAKCREST                       •  PRB  K-6  J 

X9>  1 

94.4 

2  2 . 0  \ 

1.0 

7.6 

15.0 

19 . 6 

1.0 

12.6 

12006*0 

OAKLAMDS 

K-6 

666 

23.5 

95.2 

26.3 

2.0 

12.5 

26.0 

29*.  0 

^ 

3.5 

12.5 

11341.0 

■OVERLrOK 

K-6 

370 

21,0 

96 . 3 

16 . 6 

1  n 

6.9 

r 

20.0 

35.2 

3.4 

12.5 

127^1.0 

OWENS  ROAD 

K-6 

479 

20. 4 

94.0 

22.5 

10.5 

11.0 

16.2 

6.6 

12.4 

11429.0 

OXON  HIUL  ^ 

K-6 

595 

25.2 

95. 0  \ 

22.6 

1  n 

10.2 

16.0 

17 . 4 

3.2 

12.4 

12153.0 

PAINT  BRANCH 

K-6 

560 

2X.4 

93.0 

25.2 

1.0 

6.6  ^^.0 

t  3 

1.2 

12.3 

11123.0 

V 

PALMER  PARK 

K-6 

49Z 

20.2 

93.2 

22.4 

2.0 

7.7 

20.5 

30 . 3 

12.  J 

10953.0 

PANORAMA 

K-6 

263 

22.9 

94 . 1 

X0.5  ' 

11.9 

23.0 

2  3 . 5  V 

5.5 

12.4 

12354.0  . 

PARKUWN 
• 

K-6 

394 

20.  0 

93.4 

15 .5 

1  K 

9.6 

40.7 

40 . 0 

2.4 

12.2 

13039.0 

• 

PARKWAV 

K-6 

359 
/ 

22 . 3 

93.0 

15  *1 

1.0 

11.2 

16.0 

21.7 

3.5 

12 .4 

11127*0 

PATUX6MT 

K-6 

722 

22.6 

96.0 

30.0 

r? 

2.0 

4 

9.2 

20.5 

15.6 

10.7 

12.2 

12019.0 

POINTtR  RIDGE 

K-6 

r 

733 

23.9 

99.5 

20.6 

2.0 

5.0 

13.3 

20.6 

5.5 

12.5 

13012.0 

POWCtR  HILL 

K-6 

625 

21.0 

94.2 

.27.0 

2.0 

9.5 

14.7 

20.5  ^ 

3.4 

12.6 

13370.0  ' 

PRINCETON 

K-6  - 

477 

21.4 

94.0 

21.3 

1.0 

8.1 

16.0 

24.7 

3.6 

12.3 

1147.5.0 

RANDOLPH  Village 


K-6  412        ?1.1      90. S  21.0  1.^ 


7.9        9.5      17.5        10.7  12.3  11607.0 


RIOGECREST 


RITCnfE 


RIVERDALE 


K-6  501        19.0      96.0  27.7        2.0  0.9       25.0      21.9  4.2 

K-6  553        23.5      98.5  22.5        1.0  10.0      17.5      26.8  7.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


12.6  ^13351.0 


12.3  1242 


•^-6  680         21.0       93. 5  30.0         2.0  9.2         0^0       20. 1  0.3  12.2  10611.0 


ERIC 


393 

4-376 


(OAKCREST  -  RIVERDALE) 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREASt  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILltY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


PKiNCt  GEOHGkS  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYbFCM 


$»CH0OL'*l4AME 


i>AKCKt(;T 


SKItL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 
LAND 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SAS 

96.3 
99  »0 


6E 


3.70 
5.10 


NORM 


J.  30 
5.20 


OlFFFn-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFFR^  AVEPAGE  MARY- 


EmCE 


♦  .32 

•  .in 


6E 


3.70 
5.20 


LAND 
NORM 


3.*»0 
5.25 


ENCE 


♦  .30 
-.05 


6E 


5.40 


.VAND 

^oRm 

3.76 
5.35 


ENCF 


♦  .24 
4.05 


6E 

3. AO 

&.40 


LAND 
NORM 


3.46 
5.41 


DTFFER* 
EMCE  . 


♦  .34 
-.01 


OA^LAunS 


99,0 
95.4 


3.60 
5.10 


3.52 
4.93 


*.0A 
♦  .17 


3.70 
5.20 


3.b7 
4.99 


.13 
.21 


3.P0 
5.10 


3.92 
5.10 


-.1? 

♦  .no 


3.60 
5.20 


3.59  ,♦.01 
5.l6  '  ♦.0»» 


OVLRUOOK 


98.6 
96.0 


3.10 
b.OO 


3.51 
5.02 


-.41  '3.30 
..07  5.00 


3.54 
5.05 


-.24 
-.05 


3.40 
5.10 


3.89 
5.17 


-.49 
-.07 


3.30 
5.00 


3.SA 
5^23 


-.58 
^.23 


OWlNS  ROAl) 


96.1 
92.2 


3.20 
.  5.00 


3.35 
4.72 


-.15 

4.2^ 


3.10 
4.60 


3.38 
4.77 


-.28 
-.17 


5. 'SO 


3.74 
4.88 


-.24 
♦  •4? 


3. no 
5. no 


3.414 
4.9b 


-.44  « 
♦  .05 


OXoN  HILL 


9fr«8 
97.9 


3.60 
5.00 


3.40 
5.14 


.2r 

.14 


3.50 
5,10 


3.43 
5.18 


♦  .07 
-.08 


3.90 

5. no 


3.78 
5.31 


.12 
.31 


3.60 
5.20 


3.*»9 
5.36 


-.16 


PAINT  PRANCH 


95.8 
92.8 


3.10 
4.80 


.  3.33 
4.76 


-^23 

>.n4 


3.10 
4.90 


3.^6 
4.81 


.26 
.09 


3.10 
4. MO 


3.72 
4.94 


-.42 
-.14 


3.90 
4.90 


3.'»^ 
5.00 


-.13 
-.10 


PALMtM  PAKK 


92.8 
95.3 


3.20 
4.70 


5.16 
4.90 


♦  .n4 
.,?n 


3.^0 
4,70 


3.  17 
4.97 


♦  .13 
-.27 


3.60 


5.08 


♦  .06 
-.08 


3.60 
4.9o 


3.27 
5.t4 


♦  •33 
-.24 


PAtJOHAMA 


100,3 
98,6 


3.70 
5,60 


3.60 
5.17 


♦  ,10 

♦  .»»3 


3.50 
5^80 


3.65 
5.22 


•  15 
.58 


4.10 
5,70 


•3.99 
5.34 


♦  .11 

♦  .36 


3.6n 

5^60 


3^66 
5^39 


-•06 
♦  •21 


PAU'KLAWN 


96^3 
98^7 


3^00 
4,90 


3.37 
S^19 


-•37 

-•29" 


3^30 
5,10 


3.39 
5.22 


.09 
.12 


3.60 
5.30 


3.74 
5.37 


.14 
.07 


3.50 
b.20 


3.46 
5.42 


♦  ,0M 
-i22 


PAkMiAy 


PAtUXE'tT 


94., 7 
98,6 


96.^ 
94,1 


3.30 
.40 


3.27 
5.12 


\x^U  3.40 
4.70     j  4.88 


i  .n3 
-.10 

-.in 


3.50 
5.50  ^ 


3.20 
4.80 


3.29 

5.  r9 


3.42 
4.91 


♦  .21 

♦  .31 


-.22 
->11 


mo 

5.50 


3.50 
4  .00 


3.66 
5.31 


3.78 
b.Ob 


♦  .1»» 

♦  .19 


.15 


3.70 
5.90 


'3.5\ 
'.5.30> 


3.37 
5.36 


3.49 
5.11 


♦^33 
♦  .54  ♦ 


♦  .01 

♦  .19 


POlNTLP  Rl^GE 


pohoeh  mill 


PRINCETON 


3  98.7 
5  105.3 


100.9 
104.2 


103.4 
99.1 


3.70 

b.ro 


3.*»o 
b.60 


3.60 
5.30 


3.52 
b.67 


3.(>5 
5.59 


3.76 
5.16 


♦  .18 

♦  .03 


-.25 

».ni 


-.If* 

♦  .14 


3.70 
5.70 


3.70 
5.90 


3,60 
5.30 


3.55. 
5.70 


4%. 

5.63 

3.84 
5.23 


♦  -15 

♦  *00 


♦  .01 

♦  .27 


-.24 
♦  .07 


3r^0 

5. An 


4. no 

5.ltO 


:<.<*o 

5.10 


3.89 
5.83 


4.03 
5.74 


4.17 
5.35 


-.09 
-.03 


.06 


-.37 
-•Oft 


3.7P 
5.80 


4. no 

6.00 


3.70 
5.60 


3.59 
5.87 


3.70 
5.78 


3.81 
9.40 


-.07 


♦  .30 

♦  .22 


-.11 
1^.20 


RANDOLPH  «^ILLAOl 


9<^.8 
95.8 


3.20 
5.00 


3.27 
4.95 


-.n7 

i.ns 


3.20 
5.10 


^   3.30-  -,10 
S.W   '  ^.09 


3.60 
5.  10 


3.66 
5.13 


-.06 
-.03 


3.60 
5.30 


3.37 
5.19 


♦  .23 

♦  .11 


KIUGECPEST 


RlTCMir 


RIV^MOALC 


3  , 105.5 
5  ' IUO.5 


3  95.0 
&  97,7 


3  93,8 
5  95,2 


4,10 

.5,-70 


3.50 
5.20 


3.10 
4.70 


S.9U 
5.34 


3.29 
5.11 


4.87 


♦  .20 

♦  .36 


♦  .?! 

♦  .no 


-.in 

►  .17 


4.60 
5.60 


3.«0 
5*30 


40.60 
5*10 


4.30 
5.49 


3.67 
5.28 


3.60 

5.07- 


t    SEC  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  QP  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 
ACCDHFANYINO  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


♦  .30 

♦  .11 


4.nn 

♦  •03 


3.9(1 
5.50 


♦.13  3.40' 
♦.0?  .5.10 


-3^70 
5.10 


3.93 
5.54 


3.39 
5.33  V 


3.32 
Y.13 


-.03 
'.OH 


♦  .01 
,-•23 


♦  .36 
-.03 
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TAfiLE  5. 


PKtNCk  GEOUGES  COUrtTY 
SCHOOL  S/STEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOQ I OECONOM I C  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  C0NTR0LLED4= 


SKILL 

AREAS 

.  \ 

VOCAOULARY 

READING 

Comprehension 

LANGUAGE 

TOTAL 

\  MATHEMATICAL 

TOTAL 

!>CHOOL  NAME 

GRAUE  AVFTrAGE  AVERAGC 
"           S^AS  Dt 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

AVERAGr 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

""OIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVEriAGE 
GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

niFFFR- 
ENCE 

Average 

MARY. 

LAND 

NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

oakcklst 

3 

9'>.0 

5.10 

^.31 
5.00 

♦  .3P 

♦  .0? 

3.70 
5.20 

3.35 
5.16 

♦  .35 
♦.OH  , 

H.no 

5. MO 

3.72 
5.3M 

♦  .2fl^ 

♦  .n6 

\" 

3>0 
5.V»0 

3. '•3 
5.39 

♦  .37 

♦  .01 

OAKLANPb 


OVLKLt>0K 


0)i£NS  POAJ 


OXoN  HILL 


PAINT  nRANCH 


PAtME«  PAl<\ 


PAnOUAma 


PAhkLAwN 


PmkK«»<VY 


PArUXENT 


99.0 
•^5.1 


9A.6 
96.0 


96.1 
92.2 


96.0 
97.9 


95.0 
9?.0 


92.0 
95.3 


100.3 
90.6 


96.3  • 
98.7 


7 

9«.6 


96.9 
OH.l 


3.f.(i 
5.10 


3*10 
5.00 


3.20 
5.00 


3«60 
5.00 


3.i0 

M.on 


d.20 
••.70 


3.7u 
5.60 


3.00 
M.QO 


3.30 
5. MO 


3.3U 
M.70 


^.*»0 
M.77 


3.M5 
4.82 


3.29 
M.50 


J.3M 
<».<?9 


3.27 
M.S5 


3.00 
M.76 


5.bt> 
5.05 


3.31 
5.05 


3.20 
5.05 


3.3<* 
(».66 


♦  .12 

♦  .33 


-.35 


-.09 
♦  .50 


♦  .26 

♦  .ni 


-.17 
♦  .25 


*12 
.06 


♦  ,»*♦ 

♦  .55 


.31 
.15 


♦  .10 

♦  .35 


.OM 

.on 


3.70 
5.20 


3.30 
5.00 


3.10 
M.60 


3.50 
5. 10 


3*.  10 
<«»90 


3.30 
M.70 


3.50 
5.00 


3.30 
5.10 


3.50 
5.50 


3.20 
M^OO 


.3.53  ' 
M.d7 


3.51 
M.92 


3.3M 
M.bl 


3.39 
5.07 


3.32 
M.66 


3.12 
«.06 


3.o2 
5.13 


3.35 
5. 13 


3.25 
5. 13 


2^39 
*».76 


♦  .17^ 

♦  .33 


-.21 
♦  .00 


.2M 
.01 


♦.11 
♦  .03 


-.22 
♦  .2M 


♦.10 
-.16 


3.O0 
5.10 


3. MO 
S.'lO 


3.50 
5.30 


5^00 


3.50 
M.f*0 


;».60 
5.P0 


-.12  M.IO 
♦.67  •  5.70 


-.05 
-.03 


♦  .25 

♦  .37 


-.19 
♦  .OM 


3.60 
5.30 


3.O0 
5. SO 


3.'^0 
M.OO 


iT^9 

S.07 


3.06 
5.12 


3.71 
M.03 


3,75 
5.26 


3.69 
M.07 


3.50 
5.06 


3.^7 
5.31 


3.72 
5.32 


3.62 
5.31 


3.76 
M.97 


.00 

.oj 


.M6 
.02 


-.21 
♦  .M7 


-.26 


-.39 
-.07 


♦  .10 
-.06 


♦  .13 

♦  .39 


-.1? 
-.02 


♦  .Ifl 

♦  .19 


-.26 
-.97 


3.70 
5.00 

> 

3.50 
S.3G 


3.3M 
5.36 


3.M^ 
5.0> 


♦  ..36 

♦  .5M 

♦  ,()M 

♦  .20 


PUlNTtP  fU^OE 


POnOtH  MILL 


90.7 
1 0.5 .  i 


3  IUO.9 
b  10M.2 


3.7^ 
5.70 


3.110 
5.60 


3.'*d 
5.62 


3.60 
5.53 


♦  .2M 

♦  .00 


-.20 
♦  .07 


3.70 
5.7a 


3.70 
5.9a 


3.51 
5.67 


3.66 
!^.50 


♦  .19 

♦  .03 


♦  .OM 

♦  .32 


3.^0 
^.KO 


M.oO 
5.00 


3.07 
5.02 


M.Ol 
5.7M 


.07 
.02 


-.01 
♦  .06 


3.70 

b.oo 


M.OO 
6.00 


3.56\ 
5.05V 


3.60 
5.77 


-.05 


♦  .32 
♦"•23 


PKlKCtTON 


lU3.t> 
99.1 


3.60 
5.3U 


3.76 
5.09 


-.16 
♦  .21 


3.60 
5,30 


3.63 
5^17 


-.23 
4.13 


3.00 
5.30 


M.16 
5.35 


.3^ 
.05 


3.70 
b.60 


^.02 
5.?9 


-.121 
♦.21  f 


HAfiOOLPM  VILLA&L 

RiUGELPJLSt 

RltCHIF 


9M.0 

95^0  . 


105.5 
100.5 


95.0 
97.7 


3.10^ 
b.Qu 


**.  10 
5.70 


3.50 
5.20  • 


3.21 
M.Ol 


3.90 
5.21 


•  3.22 
M.97 


-.01 
♦  .JO 


*.20 
♦  .M9 


♦  .20 

♦  .23 


3.20 
5.10 


5.^0 


3.M 

5.10' 


3.26 
M.9O 


3.97 
5.20 


3.27 
5.05 


-.06 
♦  .20 


♦  .03 

♦  .32 


♦  .13 

♦  .05 


.3.60 
5.1'0 


M.aO 
5.60 


3.00 
5.  ^0 


3.63 
5.10 


M.29 
5.M6 


3.6M 
5.25 


-.03 
♦  .00 


♦  .31 

♦  .IM 


♦  .16 

♦  .05 


3.>0 
9.30 


3.Q0 
5»50 


3. MO 
5.10 


?.35 
5.15 


3.93 
5.50 


3.36 
5.29 


♦  .isl 


RlVCHUALE 


93.0 
95.2 


3.10 
M.7n 


3.1M 
M.75 


-.OM 
..f>5 


3.10 
M.90 


3.19 
M.05 


.09 
.05 


^.f>0 
5.10 


3.56 
5.06 


.OM 
.OM 


,70 
,10 


3.29 
5.10 


SEE  CHAPTER  4.  SECTIDN  ^•1..2  FDR  DEFINITIDNS  DF  TERMS  USED  AN1>  EXPLANATION  DF  ASTERISK 
ACCDHPANYINC       I FFERENCE**  SCDRES. 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL^LEVEL-COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


SCMOOL  NAME 


RIVERPALE  HILLS 


RUBfRT  PROST 


ROGERS  HEIGHTS 


ROSt  VALLEY 


RO'»f CROFT  PARK 


SAHUei  CHASE 


SAN DEMOUNT 


SEABROOK 


StAI  PLEASANT 


i, 


SMAOYSIDE 


SILVER  HiLl 


SKYLlNe 


SOMERSET 


SPRINGHILL  LAKE 


SURRATTSVlLLK  ELEM 


TALL  OAKS 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
R/TTIO 
(3) 


PERCENT] 
AVERAGE* 

dVly 

ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 


TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER 
(5) 


ADMIN. 

(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHER 
(7) 


Admin. 


PERCENT 
STAFF 


DEGREE 
3R  All 

<9) 


^  SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
V,  DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN  \ 

FAMILY 

INCOME 

(>) 

(12) 

K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


SAMUEL  F       MORSE  PRE  K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


^17        21.3  ie.6         1.0  1.7       38.0  20.4 


428   '     21.9      92.4  n.i         i^o  i.7      21.0  17^.9 


6-3  12.2  10920.0 


3.3  12.9  13956.0 


676        22.5      97.6     ,     28.0        2.0  10.3      18.5  17.0 

610        21.4      87.5  27.1        2.0  10.3      n.'s      25.8  7.7 

662        28.8      96.7  30.8         l.C**         7.2      14.7      22.3  2.5 


2.2  12.8    *  15fl2.0 


12.3  11153.0 


12.6  14730.0 


441        16.7       97.2  25.3         i.o  10.4       16. S  14.1 


. 12.4  13317.0 


611        22.8      90.7  29.8  1.0 

521        22.9    ^  93. A  22.1  1.0 


12. i  11801.0 


K-6  464 


23n^8  99.6  20.3  1.0 

557    -    21.7  97.1          24.7  1.0  10.0      29.0  *18.3 

482         20.3  94.0  .     22.8  *.0  6.1      27.0  16.8 

397         23.0  99.1  16.3  1.0 


7-3      10.0      21.3  3.2 

9.6      14.0      10.8  3.9  12.6  l3rX45.0 

« 

7.8      40.0       25.1  10.6  i2.2 


i.9 


399        22.7       94.3  14.3        1.5  11.6      22.0  9.9 

410         19.2       94.8  20.3  1.0 


9.9 


942        22.4      96.1  23.2 


l.C  10.2      32.0      29.7  2.9 


J71       .22.0^     95.4  28.9        2,0  8.8      14.5      23.9  7.1 


543        23.4       96.6    ^^22.2        1.0  11.6      29.0  16.7 


377        23.4      94.4  19.1        1.0  9.1      23.0  12.4 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEPICTION  OP  TERMS. 


11289.0 


2.6  12.9  13957. p 


12.2  10512.0 


9.6     /V9.4      29.8  7.1  12.3  11229.0 


12.^  12183.0 


8.7      14.0      14. a»  6.6  12.2  11125.0 


12. S  16301.0 


13.0  11865.0 


1.9  12..3  19035.0 


2.6  14471.0 
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(RIVERDAUE  HIULS  -  TALL  OAKS) 
TABLE  4^. 


RELATION  OF  'achievement  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS'^  BY  SKILL- 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONT ROLLED*  ^  •  *  ' 


PKlNCt  GE0i<6ES.  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYi»rEM 


♦  SKILL  AREAS      ♦  ^ 


VOCABULARY 


REAOING^COMPREHENSION 


l^ANGUAGE  TOTAL 


J^ATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME       .  GRADE  AVERAGE  AVLRaGE    MARY-      OlFFFrJ-  AVERAGE  *  MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-      ^IFFFR-  AVERAGE,'  MARY-  DJ^^^*' 


SAS 


LAND 
NORM 


EiXE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


EKICE 


Land 

(5E  ^  NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


RlVEKDALE  HILLS 


'3      98,1  3,20 
b      96,7  ,1.5,00 


3,«*5 
4,98 


-,25 

•I-.02 


3,0Q 
5,00 


3,50^ 
5.05^ 


»,50 
-,05 


3.KD 
S.IO 


3.8&  A  -.05 
5.18  -.08 


3,30 
5.(»0 


3.5lf  I  -.Z** 
5.23  f  ♦.17' 


KOhEKT  FROiT 


3  yi6,7 
b  *9H,a 


3,30 
<(.60 


3.«*1 
4.98 


-.11 
-,3fl 


3,10 
4,60 


3, -((2 
if.  99 


r.3^ 
-.39 


3.50 


3.77 
5.]^ 


-.27 


3.30 
5.00 


3,«*9  -.19 
5.18  -.18 


KUCKLtPGE 


3  106, 
b  10'»,7 


4.20 
5.90 


.^.99 
5.72 


4,21 
♦  .Ifl 


4i40-' 
5,90 


4,04 
5.71 


♦  .36 

♦  .19 


4.<S0 
6.00  , 


4.36 
5.84 


♦  .2^ 

♦  .16 


4«>10 
5.90 


t^.OO  .♦.lO 
Sr.87  ♦,03 


ROtVERS  HEIGHTS- 


3  95,7 
5  95,3 


3,30 
4,90 


3.3£ 
4.90 


-,02 
-f.OO 


3»50 
5,10 


3,3jbt.  ^  ^.14 
4.97  ^.13 


3.60 
^.•2  of 


o3.72 
5.0^ 


-.12  3,40 
<f.ll'    »  5,1<0 


3,^2 
5,14 


-,02 
-.04 


ROSE  VALLLy 


UOSECdQt-f  HARK 


3  ,  106,2 
5  10«»,7 


4,00 
5,70 


i  102,5  •  3.80 
5      99,6.  5,20 


3,96 
5,67 


3.73 
5,2? 


♦  ,04 
+  .03 


♦  .07 
-.07 


4,30 
5, TO 


60 
5,-20 


4,02 
5.68 


3.79 
5.30 


♦  .28 

♦  .02 


♦  .01 
-.10 


4,20 
5.50 


4.00 
5.30 


4.34 

5*82 

4M2 
■5.43 


-.32 


-.12  , 
-.1* 


4.00 
5.60 


i.TO 
5,60 


3;.  98  "♦.02 
5.85  -.25 


3,78 
5.4a 


-,08 
♦  .12 


SAMUEL  F  B  HORSE 


3  9'»,'» 
5  92,9 


3.20 
4,50 


3,27 
4,80 


.07 
,30 


3,40 
4,60 


3,29 
4,85 


♦  .11 
-.25. 


3.40 
4.fiO 


a!s.65 
4.94, 


-.25 
-.34 


3.40 
4.90 


3,36 
5.00 


♦  .04 
-.10 


SAKUtL  CHAbE- 


J  101.9 
*5  1.02,4 


4,00 
5,40 


3,70 
5.46 


4  .30 
-,06 


4,40 
5,60 


3.75 
5.50 


♦  .65  <^  1.20 
♦ViO  ■  5.50 


4*09 
5.62 


-.1? 


3.fi0- 
5.60 


./3.75 
5.66 


♦  .05 
-.06 


SANDYMOUNT 


J  96.9  .  3.20 
5-     99.8     .  4;90 


3,39 
b.20 


.19 
.30 


3,30 
4,90 


3.43 
5.27 


-.13 
•*37 


3.60 
4.90 


3.7B 
5.40 


-.IJ" 
*..50 


3.50 
5.10 


3.48 
5.44 


♦  .02 
-.34 


bEABROOK 


3  100.6 
5  101.2 


3.60 

5,30 


3.63 
5.40 


-.03- 
-.10 


3,50 
5,40 


3i67 
5.42 


-.17 
-.02 


3.90 
,  5.50 


4.00 
'5.56 


-.10 
-tf06 


3.70 
5,70 


3.69  ' 
5.60 


♦  .01 

♦  .10 


Sb)ftT  PLEASANT 


3  97.6 
b  94.2 


3.30 
"4,60- 


3,42 

4,8?ie* 


-.12 
-.20 


3.10 
4.80 


3.47 
4.88 


-.37 
-.Q8 


4.10 
4,60 


3.83 
5.00. 


♦  .27 
-.OiO 


3.80 
4.90 


3.51 
5.06 


♦  .29 
-.16 


SHAOYSIDE 


i  •  98.0 
5  98.4 


3.20 
4.90 


3,45 
5*11 


-,25 


3,10 
5.00 


3.50 
5.18 


-.40 
-*18 


3.70 
5.?0 


3.85 
5.30 


-.15 
-.10 


3.30 
5.^0 


3. 55 
5,35 


-.23 
-.15 


SILVER  HlLu 


3  '  93,.0^  -2.90 
b      97,6  4,60 


3'.  18 
5.10 


-,2fl 
-,50 


2,80 
4,80 


3.19 
5.15 


-.39 
-.35 


3.10 


3.55 


4.70     ^  5.27 


-.45 
-».*57 


3.00 
4.80 


3.29 
5,32  . 


-.29 
-.52 


SXYLINP 


3  93.2 
5  100,1 


3,60 
-5,50 


3«18 
5,21  . 


♦  ,42 
4.29 


3,4U 
5,30 


3,20 
5.29 


♦  .20 
'♦.01 


3.90 
5.60 


3«56 
5.41 


♦  .34 
♦.49 


3.50 
5,40 


3,?9 
5.46 


♦  .21 
-,06 


SOMERSET 


3  103,4 
5  103,5 


3,90 
6.00 


3.82 
5.66 


♦  .08 

^♦.34 


4,00 
6.00 


3.85 
5*63 


♦  .15 

♦  ,37 


6.00 


4.18 
5.78 


-.08 
*.22 


4.10 

6,00 


3,85 
5,81 


♦  .25 

♦  .l5 


SPkINoMILL  LAKt  * 


3  96,4 
5  97*9 


3.80 

5.20^ 


3*il 
5.14 


♦  *29 

♦  .06 


3,60 
5,30 


3,55 
5.20 


♦  .05 

♦  *10 


4.00 
5.30 


3*09 
5.27 


f.ll 
♦  •.03 


3.60 
5.40 


3^57 
5.33 


♦  .03 

♦  ,07 


SURRATTSVILLE  ELEM      3  io2,7 
5  102*4 


TAL%  Saks. 


3  9^,7 
5  98*a 


3.80 
&.70 


3.40 
5.30 


3.75 
5.51 


3.47 
5.27 


♦  .05 

♦  .19 


-.07 
♦  .03 


4.10 
5.70 


3,60 
5.7fa 


3.79 
5.51 


3.49 

5. ad 


♦  .3ir 

♦  .19 


♦  .11 

♦  .42 


3.90 
5.70 


^.80 
5.20 


4.12 
5.67 

3*83 
5.41 


-.22  *3.70 
♦.03  5.80 


-.03  ' 
-*21, 


3.50 
5.60 


3*A0 
5.71 


3.5,fe 
5.  HA. 


-.10 
♦  •09 


-.05 
♦  .H 


£  SEE  CHAPTER  4»  SECTION' 471.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS*  DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTEIilSK  (*) 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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■  4-381' 


(RIVERDALE  HILLS  -  TALL  OAKS) 


PRiNCt  GEOKGfcS  C«UNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM  ^ 


'TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL*  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*.,   '    .  « 


VOCAOUtARY 

SCHOOL  NAME  GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY- 

LAND 


SAS 


GF 


NORM 


READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TQTAL 

EhCE^"*  ^^^^^^^    l^^^l"       ?}.^^^^'  AVERAGE     MARY- '  ^  D^FFFR-  AVEPAGE 


MA-THEI'ATICAL  TOTAL 


GE 


Land 

NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


MARY- 


.OTFFER 
ENCE 


R'lVERUALE  HILLS 
ROuEHT  FRObT 
ROCKLtnGE 
ROGERS  HEIk^HTS 
RObE  VALLLY 

rosec»<oft  park 
samuel  f  b  morse 
Samuel  cha'^e 
sanoymount 

SLAtJROOK 
SEAT  PIEASANT 
SHAOYSIOt 
SlLVEK  HILL 
SKYLINF 
SUMEHSFT 
SPRINGMILL  LAKL 


98,1 
96,7 


96,7 

9H^R 


iQ6,4 
104,7 


95,7 
95,3 


d  106,2 
b     10**, 7 


102,5 
99.6 


9'*,'t 
92,9 


3  101,9 
5  102,4 


96.9 


^  100,6 
b  101,2 


97,6 
9'*,  2 


^  9fi,0 
5  9A.4 


93,0 
97,6 


3  93,2 
b  100,1 


3  103i»* 
b  103,5 


3  96,4 
£>  97,9 


3.20 
"5.00 


3.30 
4.60 


4.2U 
&.90 


3.30 
4.90 


4,00 
5,70 


3,ao 

5.20 


3.20 
4.50 


4,00 
5.4d 


3.20 
4.90 


3«60> 
5.30 


3.30 
4.f>0 


3.20 
4.90 


2,90 
4.60 


3.60 

s.ficr 


3.90 
6.00 


3.8o 
5.20 


3.42 
4.66 


3.33 
4.72 


3.95 
5,57 


3,27 
4,76 


3.94 
5,57 


5f70 
5, 13 


3,1ft 
4,!i6 


3.66 
-  5.37 


3,34 
5.15 


3.56 
5.27 


3.39 
4,67 


-.22 

4.1? 


-.03 
-.12 


4.?5 

4.33 


4.03 
4.14 


4- ,-06 
4.13 


4.10 

4.07 


4,0? 

-,06 


♦  .34 
4.03 


-.14 
-.2'i 


4-. 02 
4.03 


-.00 
-.07 


3,41 
S,03 


3.09 
4.96 


3.11 
5,17 


3,7ft 
5,47 


3,44 
4.99 


-.PI 
-,13 


-.19 
^•36 


4  ,49 
4.33 


♦.14 
♦  .53 


4.36 
♦  .21 


3,00 
5,00 


3,10 
4,60 


4.40 
5,90 


?.50 
5,10 


4,^0 
5,70 


3,ao 

5.20 


3,40 
4,60 


4.40 
5,60 


3.30 
4.90 


3,50 
5.40 


3.10 
4,80 


3,10 
5,00 


2,80 
4,60 


3,40 
5,  30 


4,00 
6,00 


3,60 
5.30 


3.47 
4.97 


J.  36 
4.62 


.47 
.03 


-.26 
-.22 


4.03  ^.37 
5.6a  ^.26 


3.31 
4.66 


4.01 
5.62 


3.77 
5.21 


3.23 
.  4.67 


J. 7^5 
5.43 


3.39 
5.22 


3.64 
-  5.33 


3.44 
4.77 


3.47 
5.11 


3.14 
5.04 


3.15 
5.25 


3.83 
5.52 


3.49 
5.07 


♦  .19 

♦  .24 


♦  .29 

♦  .06 


♦  .03 
-.01 


,  *,17 
-.07 


-.09 
-.32 


-.14^ 
♦  .07 


-^•34 
♦  .03 


-.37 
-.11 


-.34 

-.2a 


♦  .25 

♦  .05 


♦  .17 

♦  .46 


♦  .11 

♦  .23 


3.q0 
5.10 


3.50 
4.flO 


4.f)0 
&«00 


3.60 
!S.20 


4.20 
5.50 


4.00 
5.30 


3.40 
4.f.0 


♦.67  *  4.20. 
♦*17  5.50 


"3.60 
4.90 


3.90 
5. SO 


4.10 
4.60 


•3,70 
5.20 


3.10 
4.70 


3.00 
5.60. 


4.10 
6.00 


4,00 
5.30 


3.63 
5.17 


3.74 
5.03 


4.35 
5.76 


3.66 
5.06 


4^34 
5.76 


4.11 
g.39 


3.60 
4.66 


4.07 
5.60 


3.76 
b.40 


3.99 
5.51 


3.60 
'4.96 


3.63 
5.30 


3.51 
5.24 


3.53 
5.43 


4.1'b 
5.69 


3.85 
5.26 


-.03 
-.07 


•  24 

•  23 


.25 
.2? 


.06 
.14 


-.16 


-.11 
-.09 


-.20 
*.26 


.13 
.10 


-.16 
-.50' 


-.00 
-.01 


.31) 
.36 


-.13 
-.10. 


-.41 
-.54 


♦  .37 

♦  .17 


.06 
.31 


+  .15 
♦  •04 


3.30 
5.40 


3.30 
5.00 


4.10 
5.90 


3.40 
5. 10 


4.00 
5.60 


3.70 
5.60 


3.40 
4.90 


3.60 
5.60 


3.50 
5.10 


3.70 
5.70 


3.60 
4,00 


3.30 


3.00 
4.60 


3.50 
5.40 


4.10 
6.00 


3.60 
5.40 


3.53 
5.22 


3.45 
5,07 


3.96 
5,61 


3.40 
5.U 


3,97 
5.61 


3.77 
5.43 


3.33 
4.93. 


3.74 
5.64 


3.4ft 
5.45 


3,67 
5,55 


3.50 
5.03 


3.52 
5.34 


3.25 
5.28 


3.26 
5.47 


3.S2 
5.72 


3.54 
5.30 


-.23 
♦  •16 


-.15 
-.07 


♦  .12 

♦  .09 


♦  .00 
-.01 


♦  .03^ 
-.21 


-.07 
♦.17 


*-.07 
-.03 


.06 
.04 


♦  .04 
-.35 


♦.03 
♦  .15 


♦  .30 
-;13 


-.221 
-.141 


-.251 
-.461 


♦•24l 
-»07| 


♦  .26 

♦  .26| 


♦  .06 
♦.40 


SURRATTSVILLE  ELEM      3  102,7 
b  J.02.4 


TALL  OAKS 


3  97.7 
'b  96.6 


3.60 
5.70 


3.40 
5*.  30 


5.37 


3.39 
5.06 


4  .06 
♦  .33 


♦  .01 

4  »24 


4.10 
5.70 


3.60 
5.70 


3.76 
5.43 


3.45 
5.14 


♦.32  3.90 
♦  ,27    t  '^.70 


♦  .15 

♦  .56 


3.60 
5.20 


4.12 
5.60 


3.61 
5.33 


I    SEE  CHAPTER  ^,  SECTIOfi  4.1.2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (*") 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCDRES* 


o98 

4-382 


.22 
.10 


.01 
.13 


3.70 
5.80 


3.50 
5.60 


3.7a 

5.64 


3.54. 
5.37 


-.06 
♦  .16 


-.Oil 
♦  .23l 


ERIC 


(TANGLEWOOD  -  WOODMORE) 


■TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMLjNIJY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RE^flURCtS 
PR  OF  I L E  +  T  ' 


PERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

ORGANI- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

ZATION 

"MENT 

RATIO 

DANCE 

(1) 

I  2  

(2)' 

(3) 

(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER  ADHIN 
(5)  (6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  ' 


TEACHER  ADHtN. 
(7)  (8) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 


DEGREE, 
3R  ABOVI 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILli^EN, 

PERCENT 
DI SAD- 
VAN-  • 
TAGED. 
(10) 

HEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
'(11) 

lED  LAN 
lAMftY 
INCOHE 

1l2) 

TANGLEWOOD 
r 

TAYAC 

TEMPLE  HILLS 
TEMPLETON 
T4H0MAS  ADDISON 

o    THOMAS  CLAGGETT 

'J 

thomas  s  stone 

tulip  grove 

university  park 

valley  viev 

waldun  hoods 

west  lanham  hills 

whitehall  ^ 

hildercrof/ 

william  beanes 

william  paca 

woodley  knoll 
woodmore 


,489        22.2       97.1  21.0         1.0  13.5  '      9.0       36.4  0.9  12,3  1^3^,^^ 

642        20.2       95. r         29.8         2.0  8.2       29.0      22-9  3.4  12.5  14572.0 


K-6 


..''5        23.4      95.6  8.6         1.0  14.1      16.0  15.6 

21^8      93.6  29.2        2.0  10.2      18.2  27.2 

318        21.2       96.4  14.0         1.0  10,5  '    13,0  34.7 


3.9  12.6  13916.0 


.7.9  12.1  10444.0 


5*4 


12.6^  13828.0 


428        21.3      95.4  19.1        1.0  6.9      12.0      28.3         \3r.4  12.2  10953.0 


,^90        24.0      95.6  18.9        1.5.  10.1      27.3^       9.8  4.8 


11.8 


9304.0 


^1.0  11.1      3,5.0  26.4 


591         23.3       96.1  24./ 
440        20.6      94,6  20.4        1.0  13.0      13.0  18.2 


579        23.0      96.7  23.2         2.0  11.8      24.5  19.8 

20.6      95.1  18.4        1,0  13^0       11.0  28.9 


401 


5.2  12.6      *  16020.0 


5.5     ^      12.8  15310.0 


4.1  12.4-  U463.0 


2.1  12.3  13$r]ra 


'V68        21.0      99,6  2l.3  1.0 

580        23.2       96.4  24.0  1,0 


6.8      12.0       16.1  3.8  12,4     ^  1236*.0 


6.8      12.0      18.0  2.8  12,8       .15043,0  « 


K  6  374        20,2      94,3  17,5         1.0  11,4      23.2       17,3  5  ,U  12,4  11207.0  . 


NO  t<ESOURCE  ItAfA  AS  OF  9/73 


8.2  12.3 


9395,0 


K-6 


'4-» 


482        18,9      96,3  23.3        2.2  8.8       19.5  24.7 


380        18.7      94.6  19.3  1.0 

542        22.3-      96.8  23.3  ,  1.0 


6.7  31.0  26.1 
8.0      17,0  10,7 


5.9  12,4  12504,0 

6.2  12,3  12101,0 

5 .9  12,5  14050.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS, 
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4-384 


(TANGLEWOOD  -  W00i)MQRE)      ^  ^  ^  ^  v  .  • 

.     "  *  ■  '   '     '  ■   V  •  ' 

TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHI EVEMENT  TO  MARYLANT)  NORMS ,  3Y  SKILL 
AREAS.rWITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
•^CONTROLLED*  .       .  /   '  '        \  <^ 


PRINCE  GEORGeS  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


bCHOOL  NAME 

TAIlGLEWOOU 
TAYAC 

TLMPL&  HIL1.S 
TLmPLLTON 


SKILL  AREAS 

%  VOCABULARY  REAPING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


ORAOE  AVERAGE  *VE«AO£    HJRV-'      O.FFER-  AVERAGE    HJRV-      OirPER-  AVERAGE-   HARV-      O^FFR-  AVd^AGE    HARV-.  DIFFER 


bAs 

3  94.2 
5  98.5 


3  97,9 
b  100,6 


3  99.5 
5.  99,0 


3  69, «» 
5      9b,  3 


GE 


3.80 

5.^0' 


3,50 
5,30 


3,70 
5,30 


2, no 

'♦.70 


LAND 

*  NORM 

3.26 
5,21 


3,48 
5,39 


3,57. 
5.26. 


2.95 
i»,ft7 


GE 


4-,54  «  4,10 
••01  5,30 


4.02 
.,09 


♦  .04 


•  ,15 
-.17 


3,50 
5,40 


3,70 
5,30 


LAND 
NORM 


3.26 
5.23 


3.50 
1^.39 


3.60 
5.28 


GE 


4-,QH  *  4,10 
5.60 


::s; 


2,70  2.96 
5,00  '  4,95 


♦  ,00 

♦  ,01 


♦  .10 

♦  ,02 


-,26 
♦  ,05 


3,70 
5,20 


3. 90 
5.10 


3.10 

4. no 


LAND 
NORM 

3.62 


3.84 
5.54 


3.94 
5,41 


3.34 
5.07 


♦  .48 

♦  .2^ 


.14 
.34 


.04 
.11 


.24 
.27 


GE 

3.70 
5.80 

3.yo 

5,70 


3.60 
5.50 


3.10 
5.20 


LANP 
NORM 


3/36 
5.42 


3.^6 
5.5(1 


3.63 
5.46 


3.0^ 
5.13 


♦  .3* 


♦  .12 

-.03 

♦  ,04 


♦  ,01 

♦  ,07 


THOMAS  AUUXSON 
THpMAS  CLA6GETT 
THOMAS  S  STONE 


3  104,0 
b  107,2 


3  97,3 
5  89,6' 


^  104,4 
b  102,6 


3.,«(J» 
5,40 


2,00 
4,10 


3.70 
5.30 


y.«2 

5.80 


3.40 
4.51 


3.78 
5,29 


-',02 
-,40 


4,00 
5,80 


-,60  *  2,80 
-,41  4,40 


.,0^  3, 
f.Ol^VS, 


80 
40 


3.68 
5,63 


3«45 
4.57 


3.B8 
5.40 


♦  .12 
-.03 


4,10 
6.00 


,65  *  3.40 
,17  4,10 


-.08 
♦  .00 


4.10 
5.70 


4.21 
5.96 


3.ni 

4.70 


4.23 
5.54 


-.11 
♦  .04 


.41 
.40 


♦  •07 

♦  .16 


3.9P 
^.90 


3.20 
4,60 


3.90 
5.60 


5.99 


3.50 
4,77 


3,84 

5,6n 


♦  .04 
-,09 


-.30 
-.17 


♦  ,06 

♦  •02 


TULIP  CHOVL 


3  102^0 
5  106,3 


3,80 
5,90 


3.73 
S.82 


♦  .07 

♦  .0^ 


4,10 
6,40 


3.76 
B.8t 


♦  .34  4.<i0 
♦.59  *  6.10 


4.09 
5.96 


♦  .41 

♦  ^14 


3.80 
6.20 


3,78 
5.49 


♦  .21 


UNIVEHSITY  PARK 


3  101,9 
5.  107,6 


3^90 

b;no 


3,73 
S,89 


f  .17 
-,09 


4,30 
6,10 


3.76 

5  ..90 


♦  .54 

♦  .20 


4.30 
6.00 


4.09 
6.02 


♦  .21 
-.02 


4.20 
6.10 


3.77 
6.06 


♦  .43 

♦  .04 


VALLEY  VIE.. 
iTAuOOU  WOPUS 


3  97.9 
b  101.5 


3  90,0 
5  98,7 


3,50 
5,40 


3,40 
5.50 


►  3.45 
5.33 


3.02 
5,21 


^♦,05 
♦  ,07 


♦  ,38 

♦  •29 


3,40 
5.80 


3,50 
5,60 


3.50 
5.40 


.  3.00 
5.24 


-.10 
♦  .40 


♦  .bO 

♦  .36 


4,10 
5,70 


3.Q0 
5.40 


3.85 
5. SI 


3.37 
5.38 


♦  .25 

♦  .10 


♦  .53 

♦  .0? 


^.80 
5.90 


3^60 
5:50 


3.53 
5,56 


3,1s 
5,43 


♦  .27 

♦  ,3% 


♦.45 

♦  ,07 


WEST  LANHA.'J  HILLS  95,7 

5  SS(5^7 

WHlTEtuLL  »"'*'    3  103,7 

5  102,0 


3.20 
4,40 


4,30 
5,80 


3,34 
4,98 


3,83 
5,52 


-.14 
-,58 


♦  .47 

♦  .28 


3,30 
4,70 


4.30 
5,90 


3.36 
5,02. 


3*87 
5,52 


-.06 
-.02 


♦  .43 

♦  .38 


3.00 
4.R0 


4.  SO 

5.  ^0 


3.72 
5.15 


4.20 
5.64 


♦  .18 
-.35 


♦  .30 

♦  .16 


3.60 
.  5.00 


4.10 
5^90  , 


3.43 
B.20 


3.86 
5^6n 


♦  •07 
-.20 


*.2H 
♦  .22 


KlLOERCROFT 


92,3,*^  3.00 
94,7  4,90 


3,13 
4,87 


-,13 
♦  ,03 


5,20 
4,90 


3,15 
4,94 


♦  .05 
-.04 


3.30 
5^10 


3.62 
5.05 


-.22 
♦  .05 


3^30 
5.00 


3.25 
5^11 


♦  ,05 
-.11 


WILLIAM  UEmNES 
WILLIAM  PACA 


3  97,3 
b  101,7 


95,8 
93,2 


3,20 
5,00* 


3,40 
4,90 


3,40 
5.26 


3.34 
4.82 


.20' 
.26 


♦  •06 

♦  .On 


3,^0 
5,0b 


3,50 
5,10 


3.45 
5,-37 


3,36 
4^85 


-.15 
-.37 


3.40 
5.00 


3.60 
5.00 


3'.  81 
5.47 


3.72 
4.98 


.41 
.47 


-.12 
♦  .02 


2r:4o 

5.10 


3.40 
5.30 


3*48 
5.52 


3.43 
5.04 


•  00 
.42 


-.03 
♦  .26 


WOuOLbY  KtiOLL 
WOOOMOPE 


93,5 


3  104,7 
b  100.5 


4,80 


.4,10 
5,50 


4,82 


3.8b 
5.35 


-.02 


♦  ,24 

♦  .15 


5.00 


4,40 
5^80 


4,86 


3.92 


♦  .14 


♦  .48 

♦  •4^ 


4.00 


4.90 
n»fiO 


4.99 


4^25 
5.50 


-.00 


5.20 


4  see  CHAPTER  4t  SECTION  4.1.2  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•) 
*    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


♦.65  «  4.50 
♦.00  5.70 


5.05 


3.90 
5.55 


♦  ,16^ 


♦  ,60  « 

♦  •15 
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(TANGLEWOOD/-  WOODMORE) 
TABLE  5* 


PKINCI.  6Eoi{Ge&  cOUUTY 

SCHOOL  stsreM 


&C^00L  N^ME 
TAUGLLWOQli 

tmyac 


TLHPU  H^LuS 

5      .  . 

TEliPUtON 


THOMAS  CLAjGETT 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVE.MENT  TO  ^tARYLAND•  NGf^MS  i  BY  SKILL 
:AREASf  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  S'OOIOECDNOMLC  STATUS 
.  STAtrS^TICALLY  CONTROLLED* 

/ ^     ^  *  Skill  ape^s 


VOCAnULAKY 


GRADE  AVERAGE  fVERAG£  MARY- 
LAND 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


UAtJGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MARY 

EhCt  '  -  — 


bAS 


3  9«».a 

.5  98.5 

3  97.9 

5  100.6 

3  99.5 

5  99.0 


3  a<),<» 

.5  95,3 


3  lOt.O 

£>  ig7,2 


4  97.3 

5  09 


3.70 
5.30. 


2. flu 
«»\7C 


3.  MO 
5.40 


NORM 

3.i7 
5.04 


3.41 


3.51 
5. OA 


4.76 


■3iR0 
5.79 


3.37 
4.?7 


GE 


♦.63  «  4.10 
t*l6  5*30 


♦  .Oo 

♦  .on 


4.19 
*.22 


-.06 
-.06 


-.39 


3.50 
5.40 


3.70 
5.30 


2,70 
5.00 


4,00 
5,00 


•57  *  2.00 
.17  4.40 


LAND 
NORM 


3.22 
5.12 


3.46 
5*29 


3.57 
5.16 


2.90 
4.06 


3.07 
5.02 


3.42 
4.40 


ENCE 


QE 


4.00  *  4. to 
♦.10  ^  5.60 


♦  •04 


♦  ,13 

♦  .14 


-«20 
♦  .14 


♦  .13 
-.02 


3.70 

5.ao 


5.qo 


3.10 
4.^0 


4.10 

6. no 


-.62  «  3. 'to 
♦  .00  4.')0 


LAND 
NORM 


3.59 
5.31 


3.02 
5.47 


3.92 
5.34 


3.29 
5.d6 


4. 2a 
5.97 


3.70 
4.63 


ENCE 


♦  .51  • 

♦  .29 


-.12 
-.27 


-.0? 
-.04 


GE 


3.70 
5.00 


3.70 
5.70 


3.60 
5.50 


.19  3.10 
.2^    4  5.20 


-.10 
4.03 


.30 
.33 


3.90 
5.Q0 


3.20 
4.60 


LAND 
NORM 


3.^1 
5.35 


3.52 
5.51 


3.60 
5.39 


3.05 
5.11 


3.05 
6.00 


3.40 
4.6q 


DirrcR 

EMCf 


♦.39 
♦  .*»5 


♦.10 
♦♦19 


♦  .00 

♦.n 


♦  .05 

♦  .09 


♦  .05 
-.10 


.20 
.09 


ThoMAb  S  SrONL 
TULIP  GROVt 

o 

uNivcftsfrt  Vahk 
valUy  vifc;« 

MALDOr/  MOOJb 
WtST  LAUHA.4  HILlS 
WHITEHALL 
•iTlLOEHCROFi; 
MlLLlAK  iEMlEh 
WILLIAM  PACA 

WOoDLtY  MOLL 

«OODMjJPE' 


3  i04^4 
5  102.6 


3  102.0 
b  106.3 


3  101.9 
b  107.6 


J  97.9 
£>  101.5 


99.0 
90.7 


91J.7 
95.7 


3  103.7 
£>  102.0 


92.3 
94.7 


3  97.3 
&  101.7 


3  95.0 

5  93.2 


3.70 
5.30 


3.00 
5.Q0 


3.90 
5.00 


3.*iO 
b.40 


3.40 
5.50 


3.2n 
4.40 


4.30 
5.00 


3.00 
4.90 


3.20 
5.00 


3.40 
4.90 


5      •93,5  4.00 


3  104,7 
b  100.3 


4.10 
5.50 


3.02 
5.39 


3.67 
5.71 


3.6b 
•j.02 


3.HI 
5.30 


2.Q0 
5. Oh 


4. AO 


3.7b 
5.31 


15.01» 
4.71 


3.37 
5.31 


3.27 

4.50 


4.61 


5.19 


-.00 


4.13 
♦  .19 


«.24 
-.02 


♦  .On 

♦  .in 


♦  .•in 


.Mn 


♦..5? 

4.4f, 


-.05 
♦  .10 


-.17 
-.31 


♦  .13 

♦  .3? 

♦  .i<). 


4  .26 

4.31 


3.00 
5«40 

^t.lO 
6.40 


*».30 
6,10 


3.40 
5.00 


3.50 
5.60 


-.07  i^3.30 
4.70 


4.30 
5.90 


3.2t} 
4.90 


3.30 
5.00 


3.50 
5.10 


5.00 


<».40 
5.00 


3.69 
5.45 


3.73 
5.75 


3.73 
5.05 


3.46 
5.36 


2.94 

flM3 

3.31 
4.19 


3,.  65 
5.40 


3.09 
4.81 


3.42 
5.30 


3.32 
4.69 


*»471 


^.91 
5.26 


-.00 
-.05 


4.30 
5.70 


♦.37  4. SO. 
♦•65  «  6.10 


♦  .57  •  4.'n0^ 

♦.25      6. no 


4.22 
5.62' 


4.07 
5.90 


\  J 


-.06 
♦  .H^ 


'  +.56 
♦  .47 


.01 
.F9 


♦  .45 

♦  i50 


♦  .11 

♦  .09 


-.12 
-.30 


♦  .10 

♦  .41 


♦  #29 


>.4«J 
♦  .54 


4.10  ' 
5.70  - 


^.00 
5.40 


^.OO 
4. MO 


4.50  0, 
5. MO 


3.')0 
5.10 


3.U0 
5.P0 


3.60 
5*00 


4.Q0 


4.Q0 
5.60 


4.07 
6.00 


3.02 
5.53 


7.33 
5.32 


'3.60 
5*09 


4.10 
5.57 


3.47 
5.02 


3.70 
5.55 


3.6Q 
4.90 


<i.93 


4.24 
5.44 


♦  .0« 

♦  .00 


♦  .43 

♦  •20 


♦'.23 
♦  .00 


♦  .?« 
♦.17 


♦  •57 

♦  .00 


♦  .2? 
-.29 


♦  .3? 

♦  .2^ 


-.17 
♦  .OA 


3.<'0 
5.60 


3.5P 

;6.?0 


4.;^o 

6.10 


3.00 
5.90 


3. 'in 
5.50 


3.50 
5.00 


4.10 
5.90 


3.30 
5. On 


-•30h  .  »5*-40 
-•55  '  r  5.10 


-.09 
♦  .10 


3.40 
h.30 


*    Jc«SSoX!"li?ScE"'5M™."'"'''"°'''  °'  »HI.,EXrL*NA*,ON  OF  ASTERISK 


-.0?  5.2p 


♦•66  0  4,50 
♦•06  5.70 


3.07 
5.65 


p 

3.74 
5.93 


3.74 
'i.03 


3.52 
5.57 


3.00 
5.36 


3.40 
5.14 


3.03 
5.61 


3.21 
5.07 


3.40 
5.5Q 


3.40 
'».96 


♦  •03 
-.05 


♦•06 
♦.27 


♦  •46 

♦  .07 


♦  .20 

♦  •33 


♦  .52 

♦  .14  I 


♦.to 

-.14 


♦.27 
♦  .29  ( 


♦  .09  1 
•*.07l 


-•00] 
-•M9l 


♦.ool 
♦J3^| 


4.90  ♦,221 


3.09 
5.40 


♦.6l| 

♦  .22 


Y 
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TABlk-3.     SCHOOL^LEVEt--:COMnUNIT.V  ANb  PUBLIC5CH00L  RESOUIJpW 


Mes  sasscer  jr 


6  GARDNER  SHU6ART 


6LENRI06E  JR  HIGH 


6REENBELT  JR  HIGH 


GWYNN  PARK  JR 


HYATTSV4LLE  JR  HI 


JAHES  HAOISON  JR 


7-9 


823        19.0      93.9  39.9  2»J3 


7.3      24.5      31.0  5.3 


12.4^  12755.0 
12.7  11709.0 
12.4  14418.0^ 

12.2  11438.0 

12.3  13336.0 

12.4  11412.0 
12.4-  1235t.O 

12.5  12185.0 
12.0  108^,0 
12.4  110^5.0 
12.3  12250.0 


ERIC 


$66  APP6NDIX'*  FOK  DEFINITION  OF  TERHS. 
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tWOODRIDGE  T  JAMES  MADISON  JR)  '  ... 

TA-Dt  P  A  RFiATIQNi  OF'  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS t  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4-  .  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY      '   ^  ; 

;    '        CONTROLLED*  *  .  -  ' 


PKINCC  «;eOUG£S  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEH 


VOCAaULARV 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


SKILL  AREAS'  ^ 

LANGUAffE  TOTAL  ;  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAl,  *  ^ 


SCHOOL  NAME 

WOuURlCGE. 
^YOKKTOWt* 
AbREW  JACKSON  JR' 
ULLAia  JR  'aGH 


6RA0e»  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  .  MARY-      DIFFER-  /VERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE  .  MARY 


SAS 


3  102.9 
b.  lOZ>,b 


3  106.7' 
b  110.4 


7  95,2 
9  92.4 


7  110.6 
9  109.5 


LAND 


ENCE 


OtLTSVlLLt  JR  rilGH       ;  106.1 
9  105.8 

tiUl  0  FOULlUB  JR 


7  96.9 
9  95.3 


3tHg}  STOBBERT  JK 
BENJ  f A$KER  JR 
BLaOENSBURo  JR 


7  100,8 
9  95,3 


7  108,2 
9  .106,6 


7  97,5 
9  92,2 


GE 

NORM 

3.40  s 
4,80 

3.75 
5*46 

-.35 
-.66 

4 . 00 
6.10 

3.99 
6.05 

f  .01 
♦  .05 

6.30 
7.70 

6.26 
.  7.64 

'  4.04 
♦  .06 

7.70 
.9.60 

8.02 
9.56 

-.3? 
'♦.04 

7.10 
A. 90 

7.49 
9.08 

..39 
-.18 

6.40 
6.10 

^.46 
^  7.94 

-.06 
♦  .16 

6.40 
8.30 

6.89 
8.00 

.,40 

♦  *30 

7.40 
9.00 

7.74 
9.22 

*-.34 

-\22 

BUCK  LODGE  JR  hlPH       7  107.3 

9  107.3 

UIAKLES  CA.<R0H.  Jft      7  100.7 

*             9  100.8 


OwIGMT  0  LiSENflOWER     7  106.0 
.  .9  103.6 


E.UOENU  DUK»<0U0HS  JR    7  10*7.3 
9  105.6 


FRAN  SCDTT  KEY  JR 

TREB  SASSCER  JR 

b  OARU*tER  SHUGART 

OUENHlnGE  JR  HIGH 

GKLCNnrLT  JR  HICH 
/ 

/ 

GYWNrt  PAMKf  JR 
HYATf^iVlLLL  JK  HI 
-JAMES  MAOIbON  JR 


7  100.9 
9  97.8 


7  103.6 
9  94.0 


7  I00i2 
9  97.6 


/ 

7  102,8 
9/  101.2 


96,2 
96,7 


7  9A.7 
9  100.1 


7  102,0 
9      9ft:,  2 


6.20 
7.^0 

7.10 
9.20 


6.70 
8.60 


7.30 
a. BO 


7.40 
9.20 


6.10 
7.70 


fr.80 
8.10 


6.50 
7.90 


6.70 
7.90 

7.o'S 
6.00 


6.60 
8.20 


6«80 
8.70 


t},80 
8.00 


6.52 
7.64 


7.58 
9.18 


6.91 
0.56 


7.40 
8.77 


7.65 
9.11 


6.89 
-8.20 


7,23 
7.95 


6.81 
6.19 


7.07 
8.26 


7.10 
8.57 


6.39 
8.06 


6.67 
8.45 


7.03 
8.29 


.32 
.14 


-.4fl 
♦  .02 


-.2! 
♦  .04 


-.10 
♦  .03 


-.25 
♦  .OO 


-.79 
-.50 


-.43 
♦  .15 


-.31 
-.29 


GE 


3.60 

4,^0 
6.30 


6.30 
7.6ffv 


7.70 
9,10 


7,10 
8,60 


6,80 
8,10 


6,50 
8.00 


7.50 
8,8d 


6,20 
7,10 


7,30 
8,80 


7,00 
8,20 


7,50 
8,4U 


7,60 
8,80 


6,20 
7,50 


6,80 
8,00 


6,70 
7,00 


LAND 
NORM 


3.01 
5.50 


4.06 
6.07 


6.34 
7.25 


7.95 
9.35 


7.«»7 
8.88 


6.53 
7.61 


6.9? 
7.63 


7.69 
8.99 


-.21 
-.50 


-.06 
4.23 


-,04 
♦  .35 


-.25 
-.25 


-.37 
'-•28 


♦  .27 
.  ^.49 


-.42 
♦  •37 


-.19 
-.19 


-.37 
-.36 


,10 
.57 


♦  .21 

♦  .14 


♦  .13 

♦  .25 


6.60 
7.90 

■A- 

7;  00^ 
7.50 


6.70 
7.80 


6.70 
8.20 


6.58 
7.25 


7.57 
9.02 


6.93 
8.28 


7.41 
8.56 


7.61 
A.B8 


6.93 
7.91 


*^7.23 
7.53 


6.65 
7.87 


7.09 
7.93 


7^1 
8.30 


6.47 
7.78 


6.71 
8.17 


-.38 
-.15 


-.27 
-.22 


♦  .07 
-.08 


♦  .09 
-.16 


-.01 
-.08 


GE 


3.50 
4.90 


4.20 
6.30 


6.30 
7.80 


7.80 
9.50 


7.10 
8.80 


6.70 

8.  no 


6.70 
8.00 


7.40 
9.?0 


6.P0 
7^40 


7.30 
Q.PO 


6.00 
8.70 


7. 30 
8. SO 


7.50 
8.00 


-.75  •  6. "SO 
-.41  8^00 


-.43 
♦  .47 


6.80 
8.00 


.15  6.60 
.A7  ♦  8.00 


LAND 
NORM 


4.1% 
5*64 


4.37 
6.20 


6*48 
7.58 


7.95 
9.34 


7.50 
8.91 


6.65 
7.87 


7.00 
7.92 


7.71 
9.03 


6.69 
7.59 


7.56 
D.99 


7.03 
8.43 


7.39 
8.60 


7.64 
A. 94 


7.00 
8.11 


7.30 
7,89 


6.92 
8.08 


DIFFER- 
rriCE 


AVERA6E    MARY-  ^OTFFER- 
LAND  EMCE 
GE  NORM 


-.49 
-.03 


6. 70 
7.Q0 


-.11  6.80 
-.80  #     8. no 


♦  .23 

♦  .02 


-.01 
♦  .03 


6.70 
8.10 


6.90 
8.«S0 


r 


-.64  * 
-.74  • 


^.17 
♦  .10 


♦  •2? 


-.15 
♦  .16 


-.40 
-.11 


♦  .05 

♦  .13 

-.30 

♦  ♦08 

-.31 

♦  .17 


-.49 
-.19 


-.26 
♦  .21 


-.13 
♦  .?7 


-•09 

-.in 


.14 

.0(1. 


-.50 
-.11 


-.5n 
♦  .11 


.3? 
.08 


3.50 
5.10 


4.0Q 
6.3b 


6-70 
A.  20 


7.90 
9.40 


7.50 
9.10 


6.80 
8.20 


7.15 
8.15 


7.16 
8.43 


6.60 
7.99 


6.02 
8.32 


6.80 
8.00 


7.05 
7.98 


-425 
♦  .02 


6i70 
8.10 


O  SEE  CHAfTW  4,  SECTIDN  4.3..2  FDR  BEPINITIDNS  DF 
J(^"icCOMFANYINC  ndifFERENCE«  SCORES. 


-.23 
-.20 

TERHi  USEB  ANB  EXPLANATION  Of  ASTERISK  (•) 

4-389 


7.12 
8.10 


-.45 


-.36 

'\  J 

♦  .10 

♦  .11 


♦  .08 

♦  .18 


.42 
.09 


3.80 
5.6fl 


4.01 
6.23 


6.56 
7,62 


8.19 
9.58 


7.71 
9.13 


6.76 
7.96 


-.30 
-.88  « 


-.01 
♦  .07 


♦  .14 

♦  .58 


-.29 
-.18 


-.1^1 
-.03 


♦  .04 

♦  •24 


6.80 
8.20 

V.16 
7.99 

-.36 
♦  .21 

7.80 
9.20 

7.93 
9.24 

-.13 
-.04 

6.60 
7.90 

6i81 
7.63- 

-.21 
♦  .27 

7.70 
9.70 

7. 77 
9.25  ' 

— ill  f 
♦  ,45 

7.3n 

8.60 

7^17 
8.58 

4,13 
4.02 

7.40 
8.70 

7.58 
8.81 

-.18 
-.11 

9ho 

7.8fi  ■ 
9.14 

-.26 
•  -.04 

6.90 
8.10 

7.1fi 
8.23 

-.26 
-.13 

,7.10 
8.70 

7.49 
7.91 

.;39 
♦  .79  * 

'  6.8'n 

8.00 

7.06 
8.19 

-.26 
-.19 

7.10 
8.10 

7.32 
8^26 

-.22 
-.16 

7.20 
8.10 

7.32 
8.59^ 

-.12 
-.49 

7.00  • 
8.40 

6.7a 
8.11 

♦  •26 
4.29 

7.10 
8.90 

6.94 
8.47 

♦  .16 
4.43 

7.00 
8.20 

7.29 
8.30 

1 

-.29 
-.10 
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tABLE  5. 


PKlKCt  6E0H6ES  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RFLATION  OF  ACHIIrVEMdNT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS ,  BY  -SKILL 


SKILL  APE<VS 


VOCABULARY 


SCHOOL  N.\Mb 
WOODrtlnGE 

V 

ANDREW*  JACKSO^i  JR 

OtLA IH  JH  HIGH 

OLLTSvfLLt  JR  HIGH 

'\Stt4  0  FOUL  J  IS  jf» 
« 

iCNJ  STOWEF.T  JR 
lENJ  TASKER  JR 

BLAOENSBUKsf  JH 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTA||. 


ORAUE  AVERAGE  AVEHAGt     MAPY-      OlFPEn-  AVERAGE    HA«Y-      DIFFER-  AVEMOC    MARY-      OIFFFR- "AvrRACE  MARY. 


SAS 
b  102,6 


3  106,7 
b     110, M 


7  95,2 
y      92, M 


7  110,6 
9  109,5 


'  106,1 

9  105,8 

7  96,9 
9  95,3 


7  lOO.fl 
9-  95,3 


7  100,-2 
9  106,6 


97,5 
92,2 


OUCK  LoOGe  JR  H\GH      7  i07,3 
107,3 


CHARLLS  CA4RDLL  JH      7  ioo,7 

.9  100,8 

OWIOHF  0  ElSENtlOWEM     7  106,0 

9  i03,6 

EUoENL  BURROUGHS  Jl     7  107,3 

9  105,6 


FRAN  SCOTT  KEY  JR 
PI^GD  SASSC^R  JH 
^  GARQMtH  'jHUGAHT 
GLE.NNIPOE  JR  MIGM 
GMtENurLT  JR  mIGM 

OVaNIj  park  jn 

HVAfFSVlLLc  JH  m| 
UAmCS  MAU11»0N  JR 


7  100,9 
9  97,8 


7  103,6 
9  9«»,0 


7  100,2 
9  97,6 


7  102, «» 
9  97,8 


7  102,8 
9  101,2 


7  96,5 
9  96,7 


y  98,7 
9  100,1 


7  102,0 
9  9«,2 


GE 


3,40 
<».80 


4.00 
b.lO 


6.30 
7,70" 


7.70 
9,60 


7,10 
U.90 


6.40 
0*10 


8.30 


7. MO 
9.00 


6,20 
7,50 


7,10 
9,20 


6.70 
8.60 


7,30 

8. no 


7.40 
9,20 


6. in 
7.70 


6,00 
8.10 


6, no 

7,90 


6.70 
7.90 


7.00 
8.00 


6.60 


6^80 
8.70 


6,80 
8,00 


LAND 
NORM 


3,73 
S,39 


J. 97 
6.06 


6.  ^9 

7.  M9 


7.9« 
9.<»5 


7^«»9 
9.03 

7,83 


6.90 
7.83 


7.72 
0.12 


6.54 
7.M7 


7,62 
(|,?0 


O.09 
A, 45 


7,<»7 
n^7H 


7.62 
9,00 


6,91 
A. 11 


7.21 
7.60 


6.84 
n,09 


7,08 
3.11 


7,l^ 

A,50r 


6,40 
7.99 


6.67 
1,37 


7.04 
A, 16 


-.33 
-.59 


♦  .03 

♦  .04 


♦  .01 
*.2l 


-.2« 
♦  .15 


-,3o 
-.13 

♦  .27 


-,50 
♦  .M7 


-.3? 
-.12 


-,34 
♦  .03 


-.5? 

♦^Op 


.,19 
♦  .15 


-,17 
♦  .02 


-.22 
♦  .20 


GE 


?.60 
5,00 


4.00 
6.30 


6,30 
7,60 


7,70 
9,10 


7,10 
8,60 


6,80 
0.10 


6.50 
8,00 


7,50 
rt.80 


6,20 
7,1(^ 


7,30 

o.ao 


7,00 
8,20 


7,50 

n.ito 


LAND .  ENCE 

r:oRM 


GE  - 


80 


6,20 
7,50 


-.»»1 
«  .4? 


-,14 
-.10 


-,3A 
-.21 


.12 
.50 


♦  .20 

♦  .?! 


♦  ,n 

♦\33 


-.24 
-.16 


6,00 

n,oo 


6.70 
7.00 


6,60 
7,90 


7,ao 

7,50 


6.70 
7,80 


6.70 
0.20 


6.80 
«.00 


3.79 
5.45 


If. 05 
6,08 


6.38 
•7.31 


7.92 
.9.32 


,7,47 
8.88 


6.55 
7.65 


6.94 
7.65 


7.68 
8,98 


6.61 
7.28 


7.59 
9.06 


-.19 
-.45 


-.05 
♦%22 


-.08 
♦  .20 


-.22 
".22 


.3-7 
.28 


♦  .25 


-.44 
♦  .35 


-.18 
-.18 


.41 
.18 


.20 
.26 


6.93 
8,29 


7.46 
8.62 


7.59 
A.H6 


6.95 
7.04 


7.22 
7,49 


^6^88 
7.92 


7.10 
7.94 


Jv.07 
-*0O 


♦  .04 
-.2? 


♦.01 
-.06 


3. SO 
4,  no 


4,20 
6.30 


6.10 
7, no 


7.«0 
,  9, SO 


7, 10 
8.«|0 


6.70 
A.  00 


6,70 
8.00 


7.40 
O.?0 


6.?0 
7.40 


7.30 
o.?0 


6i.O0 

«.Vo 


7,10 
8.  SO 


7.'»0 
«.O0 


-.75  •     6. SO 
8.00 


LAND 
NORM 


4.13 
5.62 


4.37 
6.21 

6.5V 
7.56 


7,89 
9.25 


-7.49 
8.88 


6.68 
7.85 


7.'03 
T.85 


7.68 
8.96 


6.73 
7.54 


7.60 
r  0.03 


7.02 

a.  39 


7.49 
8.67 


7.60 
a. 86 


7.03 
8.09 


ENCE 


T.»63  •  3,5o 
-•>72  •  5,10 


LAND 
NORM 


3.79 
5.65 


OTFPER 
EMCE 


-.29 
-.55 


-.17 
♦  .00 


-.23 
♦  .24 


-.09 
♦%25 


—  .30 
-.0«  ' 


♦  .02 

♦  .15 


-.33 
♦  .15 


-.2« 
♦  .24 


-.53 
-.14 


-.30 
♦  .17 


^.12 
♦  .31 


-.10 
-.17 


-.10 
♦  .04 


.53 
.00 


4.00 
6.30 


6.70 
8.20 


7,00 
9,40 


7.50 
9.10 

A 
6.80 
8.20 


6. AO 
8.^0 


7.«n 

9,?0 


6.60 
7.Q0 


7,70 
9.70 


7.30 
8.60 


7.40 
8,70 


7.60  f 
9.1c 


6.00 
8. 10 


*».00  ».  ♦.00 
6.23  ♦.07 


-.42 
♦  .51 


6. AO 
«.00 


.18^  6.r,o 

.92  •  8.00 


.50 
.04 


6v.70 
7.00 


7.14 
8.34 


6.48 
7.81 


6.73 
8.21 


7.06 
7.99 


.14  6.80 
.0«»  •  ^.10 


♦  .22 
-.01 


.03 
•  01 


-.26 
♦  .01 


6.70 
8. 10 


6.00 
8;  SO 


6.70 
A. 10 


7.27 
7.72 


6.97 
0.07 


7.17 
8.09 


7.20, 
8.H3 


6.62  . 
7.98 


6.84 
8.32 


7.13 
8.13 


-.47 
♦  .28 


-.37 
-.07 


.47 
.10 


7*  10 
8.70 


6.80 
8,00 


7,10 
8, 10 


6.70 
7.67 


8.13 
9.53 


7.72 
9.12 


f».86 
>.98 


7.2-2 
7.98 


7.91 
0..21 


6.92 
7.6S 


7.83 

o.?o 


7.21 
8.58 


7.71 
8.89 


7.*^3 
9.10 


7.33 
8.26 


7.«»8 
7.84 


7.17 
8.23 

4. 

7.37 
8.26 


♦  .00 

♦  .53 


-.23 
-.13 


-;22 
-.02 

-.06 
♦  .22 


-.42 
♦  .22 


-.11 
-.01 


-.32 
♦.25. 


-.13' 


♦  .09 

♦  .02 

:  -.31 

-.19 


-.23 
♦  .00 


-.33 
-.16 


-^0 
♦  .86  * 


-.37 
-.2:5 


.40  A7.?0 
•13  8.10 


♦  •08 

♦  .12 


♦  •06 

♦  «18 


.43 
.03 


'  7.00 
8.40 


7.10 
8.00 


7.00 
8.20 


7.4t 
8.63 


6.80 
8.  14 


7.d3 
8.51 


7.34V 
8.30 


-.27 
-.16 


-.21 
-.53 


♦  .20  . 
♦.26. 


♦.07 
♦  .39 


-.3<( 
-.10 
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(JOHN  HANSEN  JR  -  SURRATTSVI LLE  JR) 


TABLE  3. 


Ml 

O 

SCHOOL  NAHjp 

GRADE' 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 



PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

>    JOHN  HANSEN  JR  HI 

7-9 

1149 

19.6 

KENNOOft  JR 

7-9 

869 

18.8 

KENT  JR  HICH 

7-9 

992 

16.3 

• 

LAUREL  JR  HICH 

7-9 

758 

19.4 

,      '        LORD.  lALTIMORe  JR 

T-9  • 

^1002 

18.1 

"  •         M  LUTHER  KING,  OR. 

7^9  . 

898 

18.7 

HARY  H  lETH.UNE  JR 

• 

7-9 

866 

18.0  • 

HT, RAINIER  JR  HI 

7-9 

648 

17.1  . 

NICHOLAS  OREN  JR 

V-9  • 

753 

17.3 

OXON  HILL  JR 

7-9 

•  • 

843 

19.4 

ROIERT  GOODARD  JR 

7-9 

1110 

18.8 

ROGER  1  TANEY  JR 

7-9 

1080 

18  J  3 

jollIngcrest  JR  mi 

7-9 

719  18.6 

PERCENT 
AVERAt*E 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

14) 


TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER^  ADMIN 


(5) 


(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHER  ADMIN. 
(7)  (I) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 


PEGREE 
3R  AlOVI 

(9). 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10> 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA.- 
TIDN  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(1) 
(12) 

12.4  12155.0 


5(y.5        2.0  7.4        16.0      25.*  3,3 

^"^'^  19.4  5.4  12.4.  12515.0 

21.0      21.4  5.7  12.5  13144.0 


2  53.4        2.0   '       8^3        19.0  28.5 

•98        18.7      94.3  4».0        2.0  9.0        28.0  27.1 


6.4  12.3  11897.0 

3.2  12.6  143*^0,0 


3.8 


12.6  134*i.0 


7.7  ^2.5  »  12*7f.O 


36.0  2.0 


•-i        14.5      18.4  4.8 


12.0  9873.0 


753        17.3      93.2  41.5        2.0  8.2        20.3      19.5  5.2         ^12.4  .1^721.0 


843        19.4      93.3  41.5        2.0  8.1        24.5  27.6 


56.0  ^     3.0    *      8.2        19.3  23.7 


*«0  12.6  14672.0 


6.8 


12.4  12321.0 


♦•1  12.5  14306.0  - 


SAMUEL  OGLE  JR  HI 


2;PAULDING  JR  HIGH 


STEPHEN  DECATUR 


SUITLAND  JR  HIGH 


SURRATTSVI LLE  JR 


7-9  1367        19,9      93.8  69.2 


3-0  8.8        22.0      33»5  •3.2 


3*9  12.3  10874.0 

12.8  14859.0 


7-9 


7-9 


7-9 


7-9 


795        18.9      89.9  40.0        2.0'      ^8.2        28.0  23.8 


728        16.9      96.0  41.0  ,     2.0  9.2        29.0  20.9 


7.3'  12.3  11870.0 


3*9  12,4  14185.0 


754        18,8      93.9  38.1  2.0 


8.6        17.0      27.4  7.2 


914        18.7      94.0  47.0        2.0  10.7      17.3  36.7 


12.3  11232.0 

I 

2>3  12.3  13920.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOH  DEFINITION  OF  TESHS. 
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(JOHN  HAMSEM  JR  -  tURRATTSVILLE  JR) 


TAUiP  ^  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLANI^NORI^S.-BY  SKILL" 
TABLE  4.     RELATION^OF  ACHIt^^^^  ^^^^^^^  sTAT I  St ICALLY  ^ 

CONTROLLED*  '  ( 


PKllKt  6CUH6e&  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SVbTEH 


SKILL  AREAS 


\ 


SCHOOt  NAME 

jOlth  MANSCflAW  Hi 
KSNHOOK 
KtKT  sHt  HluH 
UAuMLL  JH  .ilCtI 
LU|iO  *|ALT1M0RC  Jf) 
N  LUTHCR  KINGt  JR 
HARY  H  BETHUNC  JR 


V0CA5UtARY 

GRAUe  AVERAGE  AVtRAGt  HaRY-^ 
LAND 


REAOXNO  COMPREHENSION 


L%N«UA»E  #^AL 


MATHeHATlCAt  TOTAL 


SAS 


7  105.1 
9  104.1* 


7  98.5 
9  94.9 


7  101.6' 
9      90. 6 


7  105.5- 
9  107.6 


7  110.4 
9  107^4 


7  '  1(?5.6 
9  103.6 


102.4 
liO.7 


GE 


7.20 

•.no 


6.10 
7.70 


6.40 
6.20 


^  7.60 


7.60 
9.30 


7.10 
6. op 


6. no 
6.30 


NORM 


7.36 
6.91 


6.67 
7.99 


7.0V 
6.3<r 


7.69 
9.15 


7.96 
9.26 


7.43 
6.67 


7.06 
6.55 


DIFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OlflfER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OlFFFR-  AVEM^AftE  MARY 


EMCE 


-.16 
-.11 


-,57 
-.29 


-.61 
-.16 


-.OQ 
-.65 


-.36 
♦  .02 


-.33 
-.07 


.26 
.25 


GE 


7.40 
6.20 


6.00 
7.30 


6.70 
7.60 


7.50 
6.90 


7.30 
6.90 


7.00 
7.90 


LAND 

NORM 


7.36 
6.70 


6.71 
7.60 


7.02 
6.04 

7.6> 
9.05 


7.70  7.90 
6.70      *  9.06 


7.41 
6.61 


7.09 
6.26 


ENCE 


♦  .04 
-.50 


OE 


7.10 
6.50 


^.71  ♦  6.^0 
-.30  7.70 


-.32 
-.24 


.17 
.lar 


.20 
.36 


-.11 
♦  .29 


-.09 
-.36 


6.60 
6.^0 


7.30 

6. no 


7.60 
9.20 


7^t0  i 
6. no 


LAND 
NoAM 


7t39 
6.75 


6.84 
7.91 


7.11 
6.26 


7.63 
6.97 


7.66 
9.07 


7.44 
6.70 


ENCE 

< 


29 
25 


-.54 
-.21 


-.07 


7.6 
9.2 


6.60 
7.60 


6.90 
6.40 


8.(0 
9.40 


-.28  7  6.10 
♦  .11  &  9.30 


6.90^  7^16 
6.40^s^  6.42 


-.34 
♦  .  10 


-.2^ 
-*02 


7.6^> 
9.00 


*  T.20 
6.60 


LANO^ 
NORM 


7.56 
«6.95 


6.96 
7.96 


7.27 
6.36 


7.67  ' 
9.26 


6,13 
9,32 


7.64 
6.^ 


1.32 
*.56» 


DIFFER- 

E^KTE 


^.02 
♦  .25' 


-.16 

r.l6 


-.37 
♦  .04 


♦  .23 

♦  .IH 


•  03 
.02 


-.04 

♦.ir 


-.12 
♦  .0^ 


HI  RAINIER  JA  Ul 

7 
9 

96.3 
95.6 

6.00 
7.60 

6.37 
7.92 

-.37 
-.32 

6.10 
7.20 

6.45 
7.65 

*•  -.35 
-.45 

6.30 

(7.60 

6.560 
•  7.06 

-.26 
-.26 

6.6& 
7.00^ 

^.60 
7.97 

♦  .12 
-.17 

NlC»K)LAS  OilEM  jR 

7 
9 

103.5 
102.1 

6.60 
6.40 

7.20 
ft,6fl 

-.40 

i*  .2n  . 

6.90 
6.00 

7.20 
6.43 

-.30 
-.43 

6.00 
'  6.20 

7.25 
0.54 

-^35 
-.3^ 

7.^0 
6.70 

^  7.43 
0.71/ 

-.01 

OX ON  HfLL  JR 

7 
9 

107.9 
105.9 

7r50 
9.20 

7.71 
9.16 

-.21 

♦  .04 

7.50 
9rOO 

7.67 
6.92 

-.U 
♦  ."08 

7.60 
,  0.90 

7.69 
0.97 

c- 

-.09 
-.07 

0^00 
9.10 

7.91 
9.17 

♦  .09 
-.07 

ROhERT  OOOJAiID  JR 

7 
9 

104.6 
100.2 

6.60 
6.40 

7.30 

n.4(i 

-.70 
^.06 

6.70 

n.oo 

.  7.30 
8.20 

-  -  .60 
-.20 

6<60' 
6.30 

7^3-3  • 
0«46' 

-.75 
-.06 

7.10. 
6.50 

?  7.52 
0.50  ' 

-.42 

♦  .00 

ROGER  n  TA.lCY  JR 

7 
9 

/05.6 
104.6 

7.30 
9.00 

7.46 
9.03 

-.16 
-.03 

7.40 
6.30 

•  7.44, 
6.76* 

-.0J» 
-.46  . 

7.40 
0100 

7.49 
d.fl6 

-.09 
r.06 

7.60 

95>10 

7.69 
9.05 

-,09 
♦  .05 

MULLlNOCRtST  JR  KI 

7 
9 

101.7  ' 
99.4 

6.70 
6.50 

6.05 
6.32 

'-.25 
♦  .10 

6.70 

n.oo 

6.*  99 
6.07 

-.29 
-.07 

i^.90, 

;8.4tf 

7.03 
0.21 

-.13 
♦  .19. 

6.00 
6.40 

7.19 
0.37 

-.39 
•♦.03 

SAt*U£t.  OGLE  Jl<  HI 

7 
9 

109.4 
105.6 

7.60 
9.20 

7.66 
,  9.16 

-.26 
♦  .04 

7.50 
9.00 

7*A1 
B%90 

-.31' 
♦  .10 

7. no 

.  9.20 

7.00 

0.97^ 

♦  .00 

♦  .23 

7r^90 

9.30 

0.03 
9.16 

-*13 
♦  .14 

&PAULUING-JN  HIGH 

7 
9 

96.0 
97.6 

6.00 
7.9,0 

6.'»0 
8.23 

-.40 

-.33^ 

6.00 
'7.60 

6\46 
T.92 

-.46 
-,12 

15*30 
0.20 

6.61 
6.13 

-.31 
♦  .07 

6.50 
6.10 

6.71 
0.2#  " 

-.21 
-.1«» 

STtPHLri  OtCATUR 

7 
9 

106.3 
102,6 

7.10 
•  •70 

7.54 
8.81 

«r444 

<*.ll 

7.20 
6.20 

.  7.!A 
6.54 

^ 

'^-.31 
-.34 

1'-' 
7.40 
6.70 

■ 

r;55 

0.67 

-4f5 
4^.03 

7.50 
9.00 

7.77 
-  8.63 

-a 

-.27 
♦  .17 

SUITLAKO^JK  HIGH 

7 
9 

96.1 
94.4 

6.00 
7.40 

6.36 
7.87 

J-*,  36 
-.47  . 

6I20 
^7.10 

6.45 
7.51 

-.25 
-.41 

,  6.30 
^  7.60 

6.59 
7t0O 

-.29 
-.20 

6.50 
7.60 

6.69 
7,07 

-^.19 

-;o7. 

SUfmAlWS^lLLC  JR 
• 

7 
9 

106.0 
106.2 

7.40 
9.00 

7.50 
9.14 

-.10 
-.14 

7.60 
6.70 

7.46 
6»95 

♦  .12 
-.25 

r.50 
.  0.90 

'     7.52  , 
8.97  * 

1 

-.02 
-.07 

'  6i.00 
9.60^ 

7.73 
9.19 

♦  .27 

1  see  CHAPTER  ^9 

*  ACCOMFANYINC 

SECTION  \. 1.2  FOR 
BlFFeRCNCC*  SCORES. 

DEFINITIONS 
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AND  EXPLANATION 

OP  ASTERISK  («1 
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(JOHN  HANSEN  JR  •  SURRATTSVI LLE  JR) 


PHlNCe  CEUKCES  COUNT V 
SCHOOL  SYbrCM  I 


TABLE  5.     RELATION^OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMs',   BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITff  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  ANJl  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
'  STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  APE/\S 


VOCABULARY 

SCHOOL  fMME  qHAuL  AVERAGE  AVtftAGL  MARY- 

LAND 

•    *  SAS  GC  NORM 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LlFFFn-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
£  CE  LAND 
GE    ,  NORM 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
ENCE 


r,E 


LAND 
NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  MAJ?Y-  "OTFFER- 
P"CE  LAND  ENCE 

r«E  NORM 


J0IIN  MANSL»4  Jli  Ml 
KBNMODR  JR 
KE»iT  JP  HIuM 
LAtiREL  JR  >1ICh 


7     105,1  7,20 


7  *  9fi.5 


H  LUTHEK  KlNGf  JK. 

HAKY  H  BCTHUNE  JK 

MT  RaMILM  JR  hi 
« 

NICHOLAS  0,4tM  jit 


b.lO 


91,9  7,70 


7  101,6  Jb.«»0 
9     9a,b  'b.Zo 


7  10a,5  7,60 
9     107,6  9.10 


LOMO  UALTMOnt  JR         7     ilO,M  7,60 
9    107, H  «i,3o 


7  I0b,.6  7,10 
9     103«6  fl,fin 


7  102, M  6,nc 
9     100,7  8.30 


96,3  6,00 
95, B  7,60 


7    103, S  b^no 


9  102,1 


7.36 
ri.B7 


6.6f) 
7.7B 


6.99 

n.20 


7.7fi 
9.?3 


7,96 
9.21 


7.13 
fl.7a 


6.11 
7.fl» 


7.20 
^.60 


-.in 

-.07 


.55 
.OB 


-.SO 
♦  .00 


-.15 
-.f3 


-.36 
♦  .OO 


♦  .0? 


-.2B 
-.Hi 


..2B 


-.10 
-.20 


7,ii0 
A. 20 


6.0U 
7,30 


6,70 
7, BO 


7.f»0 
A. 90 


7,70 
B.70 


7,30 
B.90 


7*00 
7,90 


6,10 
7,20 


6,90 
B,00 


7.37 
B.72 


•6.71 
7.60 


"7.02 
B.OM 


7.71 
9.09 


7.90 
9.U7 


7.12 
B.69 


7.10 
B.20 


6.19 
7.71 


7.21 
B.II& 


♦  .03 
-.52 


-.71 
-.30 


-.32 
-.211 


-.21 
-.19 


-.20 
-.37 


-.12 
♦  .2B 


.10 
.3B 


-.39 
-.SI 


-.31 
-.15 


7.  JO 
B.SO 


6.^0 
7.70 


6.60 
B.lO 


7.30 
B,O0 


7.60 
O.?0 


7.10 
B.^0 


6.90 
^.MO 


6.  ^0 
7.60 


6.O0 
B.pO 


,7.11 
B.71 


6.  A2 

7.  fll 


7.10 
H.17 


7.71 
9.06 


7.B7 
9.01 


7.15 
n.67 


7.17 
A.3B 


.6.63 
7.90 


7.26 
a.S2 


.31 
.21 


-.52 
-.11  . 


-.50 
-.07 


-.11 
-.16 


.27 
.16 


-.35 
♦  .13 


-.27 
♦  .02 


-.33 
-.30 


-.36 
--3? 


7.60 
^.?0 


6.  BU 

7.  BO 


6.''n 
a. 10 


B.lO 
9.10 


B.lO 
9.30 


7.60 
9.00 


7.P0 
B.60 


7. BO 


1U30 
fl.7n 


7.62 
B.97 


7.01 
7.9m 


7.30 
B.3H 


7.9M 
<1.32 


B.12 
9.30 


7.67 
A.A9 


7.37 
A. 57 


6.B1^ 

a.om 


7. IT 
A.  72 


-.02 


-.21 
-.1* 


-.10 
♦  •06 


♦  .16 

♦  .OB 


-.02 
♦  .00 


-.07 
♦.II 


-.17 
♦.03 


-.01 
-.211 


-.17 
-.02 


•  OXON  HILL  jR 

7 
9 

107,9  ' 
105,9 

7.50 
9.?ft 

7.6B 

-'.lA 
♦  .16 

7.50 
9.00 

7.65 
B.d9 

-.15 
♦.11 

7.60 

^.QO 

7.6S 
0.A9 

-.05 
♦  «01 

a.  00 
9.10 

7.Afl 
9.  U 

RUbCHT  00i>./AM0  sid 

7 

101,6 
100,2 

6.60  ' 
B.lO 

7.32 
B.39 

-.72 
♦  .01 

6,70 
A, 00 

7.32 
B.^2 

-.62 
-.22 

6.60 
B.lO 

7.36 
B.33 

-.76 
-.03 

7.10 

B.5o 

7.50 
0.52 

RObEt^  f\  TA  itY  jH 

7 
9 

10'>,6/ 

wii/ 

7.30 
9.00 

7.13 

-.n 

♦  .Oa 

7.10 
B,30 

*  7.12 
B.77 

; 

•  / 
-.02 
-.17" 

7.40 
A.  KO 

7.15 
B.7A 

-.05 
♦  .0? 

7.60 
9.I0 

7.67 
0.02 

ROLLIl+f.CRLST  Jll  HI 

7 
9 

101,7 
99,1 

b.70 
0.50 

7.00 
n.?9 

iO 
♦  .?1 

6,70 
A, 00 

7.03 
8.13 

-.13 

6.  no 
5.(40 

r.io 

B.2S 

-.20 
♦  .15 

6.50 
0.10 

7.31 
3.13 

SAf'UEL  OOLE  JH  Hi 

7 

V 

109,1 
1U5,B 

7.6b 
9.20 

7.B5 
9.03 

-.?5 
♦  .17 

7, SO 
9,00 

7. BO 
O.BB 

-.30 
♦  .12 

7.^0 

7.79 
A«AB 

♦  .01 

♦  .3? 

7.90 
9.30 

0.02 
9.12 

SPaULOING  JH  HIGH 

7 

9 

96,0 
97,  B 

6.00 
7.90 

6.3H 
B.ll 

-.30 
-.21 

6,00  ' 
7, AO 

6.16 
7.91 

-.16 
-.11 

6.*^0 
B.PO 

6.60 
B.OO 

-.30 

♦  .n 

6.5C 
B.lO 

6.7H 
0.26 

SltPMEfl  ULtATUi^ 

7 
9 

106,3 
102,6' 

7.10 
B.70 

7,51 
0.66 

-.11  • 

♦  .0(4 

7,20 
A, 20 

7.19 

a. SI 

-.20 
-.31 

7.140 
B.70 

7. SI  - 
A. 57 

-.It 
♦  .n 

7.50 
9.00 

7.7M 
A.7fl 

SUirLA»tU  JM  HI  OH 

7 
V 

96,1 
91, J» 

6.00 
7.140 

6.39 
7.72 

-.39 
-.3? 

6,20 
7,10 

6.17 
7. Si 

-.27 
-.11 

6.-30 
7.60 

6.61 
7.76 

-.31 
-.16 

6.  "SO 

7.  BO 

6.79 
7.  BO 

SUnHATTSVlLLE  JN 
•A 

7 
9 

106.0 
1U6.2 

7.140 
9.00 

7.17 
9.07 

-.07 
-.07 

7,60 
A, 70 

7.16 
0.93 

♦  .11 
-.23 

7.50 
B.OO 

7.19- 
B.92 

♦  .01 
-.02  ' 

ft.  00 
•<>.60 

7.71 
9,17 

♦  .12 
'  -.01 


-.18 
-.02 


-,07 
♦  •OB 


-.51 
-•03 


-•12 
♦  •lA 


-•2A 
-•16 


-•21 
♦  ,22 

-.a9 

^•09 


♦  .29 

♦  .13 


*    llloX^UO^lm^Tuct^^^^^^^^  °'  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTE..SK 
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(THOMAS  JOHNSON  JR  -  WILLIAM  WIRT  JR) 


p\^oTl^*^^^^^--^°"""^-  an.  public  school  resources 


■ 

> 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 
STAFF  " 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPiL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 

TOTAL 

nu . 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN s 
.FAMILY 
INCOME 

($) 

(12) 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
•  (1) 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 
(3) 

DANCF 

(4) 

TEACHER 

-  (5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7J 

ADMIN. 
(1) 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER  ' 
(11) 

THOMAS  JOHNSON  JK 

7-9V 

.  987 

17.9 

93.6 

52 .0 

3.0 

5.9 

17.3 

25^ 

2.9 

12.4 

13753.0 

THOMAS  PULLEN  JR 

J 

7-9 

937 

19.1 

94.2 

47.0 

<  2.0 

5.4 

17.0 

10.4 

0.5 

12f.4 

13700.0 

WALKER  MILL  '  JR 

7-9 

*B30 

17.7 

90.  b 

45.0 

2.0 

1.1 

25 .0 

31.9" 

7.2 

12.2 

11574.0 

WILLIAM  WIRT  JR 

7-9 

899 

20. T) 

06.8 

43.0 

2.0 

10.1 

23^.0 

"f6.7 

7.1 

12.2 

•> 

10735.0 

*  SEE  APF^ENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION 

OF  TERMS 

• 
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(THOMAS  JOHNSON  JR  -  WILLIAM  WIRT  JR1 
..TABLE  4. 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS",  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILIJY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


PKIIICi;  GEOnGES  COUNTY 

SCHOOL  sYsreM 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


LCriOOL  MAHE 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE 
SAS  6E 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFF^ER- 
EnCE 

AVERAtE 
«E 

MARY- 
LAND 
t40RM 

1 

THOMAS  JOmUSON  JH 

7 
9 

i07.5 
100.1 

7.10 

a. 60 

7.6*^ 
A. 56 

..5i» 
♦  .04 

7.20 
B.50 

7.61 
B.23. 

THOMAS  HULLEN  jH 

7 
9 

106.6 
103.6 

*  7.00 
4. BO 

7.55 

b.bo 

-.55 
-.OA 

6.60 
7.40 

7.52 
B.63 

• 

WALKER  HILL  JR 

7 
9 

100.6 
99. B 

6.<t0 
B.20 

6.B6 
B.«0 

-•46 
-.20 

6.50 
7. BO 

6.90 
B.l<t 

KlUUlAM  WirtT  JH 

7 
9 

101.9 
9<» 

6.70 
'  7.00 

6.97 
7»ft6 

-.27 
-.06 

6.70  ' 
7.20 

^7.01 
7'.52 

READING  COMPREHENSION  LANGVMeE  TCTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOfAL 

DIFFER.  AVERAGE    HaKV-      DlFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-*  OTFFfJI- 

€NCE 

GE 


7.10 

♦  .27 

ill .  ^o 

-.92  • 

6.90 

-1.23  • 

A.<SO 

-.40 

6.70 

-.34 

ft. 30 

-.31 

6.ft0 

-.32 

7.  "SO 

LAND 

ence 

NORM 

7.62 

B.43 

-.,13 

7.55 

'  -.65 

B.73 

-.23 

6.90 

-.2ft 

ft. 29 

A  ♦.Ol 

7.05 

-.25 

7.79 

-.29 

t  SEE  CHAPTER  4.  SECTIDN  4.1.^  FOR  DEFINITIONS  DF  TERMS 
^    ACCDMFANYINC  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  t^) 


GE 

LAND 
^  NORM 

EMCE 

7.70 
B.70 

7.B5 
S.55 

-.15 

♦a5 

7.60 
«.50 

7.76 
6.91 

-.16 
-.41 

6.90 
B.30 

7.13 
B.44 

-.25 
-.1«» 

7.00 
B.OO 

7.22 
7.B7 

-.22 
♦  .13 

s 
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TABLE  '5, 


•PKlNCt  CEUH6ES  COUNTY, 
SCHOOL  SYbrEM 


RCL/ATION  of  achievement  to  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
'?fffsT?iIfLr^X^??S!:LED^"'-*^"  SOCIOECONOMIC  STAm 

SKILL  APEaS  . 


V0Ca|)U1;APY 


SCHOnU  NAH£ 


fiEADINtf  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  ^OTAL 


GRADE  ^iVrRAGE  AtEpAGL  HAPY- 
LANO 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


DIFFER-  AVERAGF:  MARY- 


/ 

t 

SAS 

GL 

NORM 
• 

TIluMAb  JOII'tSON  JR 

r 

7 
9 

107,5 
100,1 

7.10 
a. 60 

7.64 
ft. 37 

THOMAS  PULLEN  JR 

"7 

106,6 
103.6 

7.00 
S.SO 

7.54 
ft. 7ft 

WALKED  MILL  JfT 

7 
9 

100,6 
^99,IV 

6.40 

s.?o 

6.Sft 
9.34 

MiLLlAM  mhn'ju 

7 
9 

101:9 
9<»|6 

6.70 
T.ftO 

7.02 
7.75 

£^fC£ 


0£ 


LAND 
NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY 
ENCE 

-  OE 


-.54 
♦  .J>5 

•  7.,20 
S.50 

7.61 

a. 21 

7.10 

♦.^I9f        ft. 30 

>■ 

-.54  ^ 

6.60 
7,40 

7.52 
a. 62 

-.9i^#v'f/A.qfl 
-1.22  •  .^'^V^J 

-.4ft 
-,14 

6,60^  . 
7. SO 

6.92 

a.ia 

-.42  ^ft.70 
-.3a  "^ft.lO 

-.3? 

6.70 
7,20 

7.U?» 
7.56 

*.35  fi^nXJL 
-.36        7. SO 

DIFFFR-  AVFPA6C  MARY- 


LAND 
NORM 

ENCE 

GE 

LAND 
NORH 

7.62 
ft.  32 

-.52 
-.0? 

7.70 
0.70  , 

7.ft5 
ft. 51 

7.54 
0.67 

-.64 
-.It 

7»60 
0.50 

7.76 
ft,ft9 

7.01 
0.29 

-.31 

6.90 
0.^0 

7.21  ' 
«.4t 

7.U^ 
7.7ft 

-.3? 
-.2ft 

7.00 
0.00 

7.33 
7.91 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 


-.15 
♦.19 


T*.16 


:t.3i 

"•>17 


-.33 

♦  .d9 


.  ERIC 
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LOCAJi  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  '  INFORMATION 


QUEEN  ANNES  COUNTY 

School  SYstem  Goala  and  Obtjectlvea 


A,  General.     The  primary  goal  o^  our  educationstl  system  in 

Queen  Anne's  County"  is  to  develop  well-rounded. independent  learners. 
With  the  continuing  explosion  of  knowledge  we  cannot  provide 
sufficient  information  to  last  a  lifetime;   instead  education  must 
acquaint  students  witK  the  structure  of  all  the  disciplines  and  equip 
them  with  the  skills  "to  become  independent  learji^rs,.  We  feel  we  are 
morally  meeting  this  obligation  as  evidenced  by  the  results  of  our 
continuing  evaluation  of  our  educational  pr.bgrams. 

Recently  throughout  the  county  there  has  been  an  increase 
in  the  emphasis  on  the  application  of  an  industrial  yardstick  to  the 
educational  system,   that  of  "being  accountable  for  one's  products" 
This  yardstick  application  came  into  being  as  a  result  of  a 
credibility  gap  that  seemed  to  be  growing  between  the  concept  of  what 
constitutes  the  successful  completion  of  high  school  and  what  was 
actually  being  "produced".     As  a  result  of  the  continued  emphasis 
on  this  "gap"  /  the  accountability ^ bill ,  Article  77 ,  Section  28a,  Senate 
Bill  166  was  introduced  by  Senator  Blount  and  gained  ample  support 
necessary  for  passage. 

\  '  '  --^  '. 

■  ^  '    ,  ■/  411 
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■      o^i,     1  legislators  and  the  chief  State 

°^  -  ^""^        ^""'Ply  with  this  Bill  and  to  be  able  to 
inake_ decisions  on. a  State-wide  level,  there  was  a  need  to 
^,   .     obtain  .information  that  w^s  uniform  throughout  the  State.  It 

•  if^^=?  ^^^^^"^  ^^""^  ^^^^  county  within- the  State  of  Maryland  - 

=  ^^f-f^^u^?®"^-^^^  educational  program;  however,  their, 

>      J^^^f!^;"'^  ^^^^'^^g'^^s/^^d  criteria  were  uni(^^      The  county  "  • 

'    '      elcrS^unt  ""^^  ^^^^""^^^ 

^  '  With  the  advent,  of  the  Accountability  Biil,  it-  has       ^  r 

/*         IVZlJ'fl^^^^''^  ^^^^^  to  develop  goals  and  to  be  abl^ 

of  ?^;=r      ?  ^°  legislative  body  on  the  attainment  " 

'       =  ^^^^  requirement  necessitated  the  development  ,of 

.       a  uniform  assessment  program,  throug^hout  the^  State.     To  facilitate 
the  implementation  of  this  requirement  for  uniformity,  the 
accountability  program  built  upon  the  similaifi ties'- already  in 
effect  throughout  Maryland.    'Seventeen  „of  the  twenty-four  systems 
-  hI-"^^  using  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills;  therefore,  the  • 

aState  advisory  council  recommended. that  the  «TBS-be  used  as  the 
*  provide  the  requiared  information  to  the  legislature. 

Alt^hough  the  acceptan«e  of  this  recommendation  placed  the  ITBS  in 
•    l^l.  •  ^^^""^  uniform  measure  to  be  ^sed  throughout 

tne  state,   it  is  by  no  means  to  be  interpreted  as  the  Only  measure 
:     to  be  used  or  that  is  currently  being  used  at  the  county  level  as 
.     ^Z  'lT^J^.^:      achievement.     The  scores  reported  herein  represent 
nnS  ^?  =       1^-.-  testing  program;  however,  they  represent  only 

on  J  f    ?  mu-ltitude  ot  assessment  criteria  employed  to  measure  how 
successful  our  county  has  been  in  attaining  Ihe  goals  set  forth 
by  both  the  State  and  the  county.  • 

J^'^f:  general  goals' which  have  been  validated  by  Maryland 
haie'beln  f '^^fiti^^^l  ^^eds  ai.d  goal  validation  studies 

RoI^H  ^ -^^^^  Maryland  students  by  the  Maryland  State 

Board  of  Education.     As  one  part  of  these  'five  general  goals, 
fn^dih  have  been  developed  in  the  areas  of  reading,  T^iting, 

•       ?h^t  "TS  k""^-     ^^^^^  indicate  the  minimal  level  of  skills 

in  >hl^nif  •       ^Jt^^'^^d        every  student  completing  these  programs 
in  the  public  school  systems  of  Maryland.     The  attainment  of  these 
miHima^vievels  of  skills  also  represents  the  ability  to  apply  th! 
skills  to  everyday  life:  "  jr  ^ 


I'.      ,        Goal  Setting  Activitj>es.     Based  upon  these  goals^all  of 
the  educators  tnroughout'Queenlnne's  County  met  ih  a  seriJs  of 
work-shops,  building-level  meetings,  and  9ommittee  meetings  during 
T.lZll''  developed  the  specific  goals  that  the  cou^?? 

Inf  :a\'^e^:?i^s'^  '°  ^^^^  °^  -^^i^^'  -^ting. 
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C.  Queen  Anne's  County  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon 

the  State-wide  goals  in  reading,  writing,  and  mathematics,  adopted 
by  the  Maryland,  State  Board  of  Education,  Queen  Anne's  County 
has  developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  Queen  Anne's  County  student  according 
to  his  needs  and  upon  the  successful  completion  of  his  reading 
program  should  be  able  to : 

l.A.  Identify  his  own  purposes  for  using  print  and 
nonprint  materials. 

l.B.  Locate  a  variety  of  print  and  nonprint  materials,. 

l.Q.  Select  reading  materials  at  hi^r  ijadependent  ; 
^    .  reading  level • .  , 

/  2. A.  Apply  a  system. for  recognizing,"  pronounding 

and  determining  the  appropriate  meaning  of  words. 
This  sytem  may  include  picturei ,  context ,  structural 
phonic  and ^authority  cues.  ♦ 

2*B.  Increase  and  correctly  employ  his  sight  vocabulary. 

3. A'.  Determine  the  intent  of  the  communication. 

3,  B.  Pose  a  variety  of  questions  which  cause  him  to 

think  literally,  critically  and  creatively  about 
written  materials,  and  find  suitable  answers  to 
these  questions  in  that  material. 

4.  A.  Follow  directions. 

4. B.. Locate  references.    .  ' 

4.  C.  Gain  information. 

4  .D.  Use  forms.  *  ,  .  . 

5.  A.  Find  and  select  reading  materials  appropriate 

to  his  interest.  ,     ■  ^ 

.  ♦ 

5.B.  Read  for  personal  reasons. 

(J 
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In  Writing,  each  student  'according  to  his  needs 
and  upon  the  successful  c?)mpletion  of  his  writing  program 
should  be  able  to:  ^y^am 


'  l.A.  Record  his  thoughts  and  f feelings  for  his  own 
,  .      :  use,  observing  accepted  qonvenfeions  of  writing-^ 

ugage,  and  mechanics,.        .  ^      '  # 

,     l.B.  Coiranunicate  his  thoughts  and  feelings  to 
others;'  observing  accepted  cgnventions  of 
writing:     fqrm,  usage,  and  mechanics. 

2. A.  Write  in  a  social  situation,  observing  a-ccepted 
conventions  of  writing:     rhetoric,  style, 
organization,  form,  and  mechanics'*. 

2.b;  Write  in ' a  business  or  vocational  situation, 
,  observing  accepte,d  conventions  of  ^writing:, 
rhetoric,  style,  .^organization,  form,  and  mechanics. 

2.  C.  Write  in  a  scholastic  situation,  observing  accepted 

conventions  of  writing:  rhetoric,  style,  organization, 
form,  and  mechanics.  - 

•3. A.  Write  to  fulfill  personal  and  social  needs. 

3.  B.  Obtain  satisfaction  frorti  writing. 

■  .  ry       .  ■  . 

In  Mathematics,  each  Queen  Anne's  County  student 
according  to  his  needs  and  upon  the  successful  completion  of  his 
mathematics  program  should  be. able  to: 

-,  .   ■  <i  '  '     »  ^ 

l.A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  recall  mathematical 

definitions. 

l.B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  identify  mathematical 
'  symbols . 

1.  e.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  recall  mathematical' facts . 

2.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  the  operations  of 

3.dd.xt:Lor\ ,  subtraction,  multiplication,  and  division. 

2. B.,  Demonstrate,  the 'ability  to  use  graphs,  charts, 
tables  and  measuring  instruments. 

2.C.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  perform  algebraic 
manipulations.      ,  .       .  < 

2. D.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  make  geometric 

'constructions  and  perform. geometric  manipulations. 
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3. A.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  concepts 

associated  with  place -values,  number  systems,^ 
sets,  whole  nvimbers ,  f radtions ,  decimals,  • 
percent,  ratio,  proportion,  and  mea^utement. 

,• .  »    -.^  ■     ■   ;  •   ■       • " 

3.B.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  process 
and'properties  of  addition,  subtraction/ 
multiplications  and  division. 

3.C.  Demonstrate*  an  understanding  of  tihe  concepts 

associated  with  ttie  use  of  graphs,  charts-,  , 
tables,  and  measuafing  instruments,  '  ,  . 

3. D.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  algebradc  and 
geometric  concepts.  "  , 

3.  E.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  make  the  following' 

types  of  translations: 

verbal  to  mathematical  \  .         '   .  . 

mathematical  to  verbal    ^       ;  ^  . 
mathematical  j:o  mathematical    .    ■     •  ' 
mathematical  to  physical  •  / 

physical  to  mathematical  •  ' 

verbal  to  verbal 

4.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  solve  a,  word  problem. 

*' 

4.  B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  select  the  facts,  skills', 

procedures,  and  sequence  needed  to  solve,  a 
■  particular  problem.  •  •  , 

5.  A.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  recognize, "in  a  given 

situation,  the  existence  of  a  pijobl em state  it 
formally,  list  the  hypothesis  and  state  if  it  has 
a  unique  solution.  . 

5.  B.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  mathematical  reason 

and  processes  to  solve  problems  related  to  personal 
an<^  societal  needs. 

6.2V.  Recognize  the  contributions  that  mathematics  makes 
to  society. 

6,  B.  Recognize  the  application  of  mathematics  to  his 

day-to-day  experiences. 

6.C.  Demonstrate  'an  appreciation  of  mathematics  by 

participating  ir\  the  study  of  mathematics  beyond 
that  which  is  required.  >. 

'         /    .  ■ 
•  ■  4-403, 


V 


id 

ERIC 


/  ... 

I'  ^  Objective  Settincr  Activities.     During  this  school 

year  ±374-75,  each  school  .is  engaged  in  producing  school-level 
objectives  in  accord  with  the  go.al^s  listed  above.  .These' 
objectives  are  specific  enough  to  allow  the  building  level 
•  adroinistrator/teacher  to  assess  the  student's  ability  to  perform 
the  tasks  specified  and  to  determine  the  need  for  additional 
training.!    SJJecifie  assessment  of  this  nature  will  allow  the 
curriculum  leaders^ to  further  analyze  programs  within  the  county' 
to  ensure  that  each  student  has  been  provided  with  the  skill 
necessary  to  enable  him  to  achieve  the  goals  set .forth  above. 

^„  „T  .  Congtients'on  the  Account^ility  Assessment  Program  Results 

In  compliance  with -the  State  accountability  program  "and  in  

accordance  with  t^Q  guidelines  set  forth  in  the  accountability 
handbook  developed  by  the  State,  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills 
and_ the  Cognitive  Abilities  test  were  administered  this  past  . 
|pring  to  the  students  throug^ut  Queen  Afine's  County  in  grades 
1  ;     2^"^®  this  wag  a'ljew  form  of  'the  ITBS,  we  cannot 

legitimately  use  the  results  obtained  this  year  to  compare  our 
progress m  relation  to  the  results  obtained'  in  past  years.  In 
addition,  the  State  department  mathematically  combined  the  results 
of  an  Url)anetics  study,  which  provides.si3$!Aoeconomic  data;  with 
the  results  of  thfe  dognitive  Abilitaes*KW    t-his  treatment  gave 
each  county  a  _  score  that  indicates  k  re^slic  prediction  of  where 
the  students  m  each"  school  and  grade  level  should  achieve  in 
relation  to  the  skill  areas  tested.     These  "base  line"  data  will 
provide  our  'co^unty  with  the  infbrmation  necessary  to  compare  our 
progress  m  relation  to  the  students  throughout  the  State  with 
similar  environment  and  intelligence  in  approximately  the  same 
size  schools. 

4.1,      J        VP°"  analysis  of  the  results  of  the  predicted  level  of 
the  educational  achievement  and.  its  "relationship  to  the  actual 
level  of  educational  achievement  obtained  by  the  students  of  Queen 
Anne  s  County,  ^^e  find  that  our  students  are  scoring  in  accordance 
^'i  prediction.  ^  These  results  support  our  belief  in  the 

stability  of  the  educational  system  at  all  levels*  within  the' 
county.     It  is  also  noted  that  Tfised  upon  our . own  program  assessment 
we  provided  additional  mathematical  expertise  to  analyze  knd 
fo^^"?^^®^  math  program  at  the  beginning  of  this  school  year 

.^'ll-     While  the  results  of  our  math  -scores  on  the  ITBS  were  not 
^^i^t'^^^^  ^"themselves,  they  do  support  this  decision  to 'begin 
additional  .concentrated  assessment  in  math,  to  ascertain  If  our 
prograim  is  sufficient  in  providing  the  skills  necessary  to  obtain 
the  goals  set  forth  by  the  schools,  the  County,  and  the  State.  . 


41G 


4-404 


Since  these  data  represent  an  entirely  new  process 
.and  since  the  students  in  grades  3,  5,  7,  .and-  9  represent 
'distinctly  different  groups  of  students,  it  will  be  necessary 
•to  waitvtwq  years  for  a  comprehensive  analysis  of  our  programs. 
At  this  time  the  results  of  this  subsequent  testing  will  give 
our  school  system  a  better  indication  of  the  need  for  prpgram 
changes.    Meanwhile,  we  will  continue^  to  analyze  the  evaluatxons. 
of  our  county's  educational  program  tO  be  able  to  lasure  quality 
of  education  for  our  students.     ,  ,    -  • 


QUEEN  ANNE'S  COUNTY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


*•     COHHUNITY  CHARACTERISrTf^<; 


ERIC 


(1) 

« 

(2) 

(3)  • 

.  TOTAL 
POPULATION  • 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

PERCENT 
.DISADVAI4TAQ.ED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

18,422 

 :  ^— 

$8,210 

29.4  ^ 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

9.5 

10.6 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS     (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER  197^) 


(6) 

(7) 

(6) 

(9) 

(10) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 

administrator 
sal'ary 

AVERAGE 
YEARS  m  ^ 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ApMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE  , 

4,651 

i9,45li 

(16,824 

  1  



19.9. 

(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(I3V 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

16.8 

16.9 

93.4 

C»     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS  (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL. 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

 -\ — ~  ■ 

(16^ 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
AI^LOTTED  JO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
PER  PUPlll, 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$910.62 

$647.91 

'  71.2 

$15.32 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES  * 
ALLOTTED  TO  '  ^ 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PCRSON- 
NEL  SERVICES 
.  COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

1.7 

$4.-80 

0.5 

*SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS 'AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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QUEEN  ANNA'S  .  COUNTY       -  % 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  ^AVERAGE  STA^ARD  AGE^SCO^^^ 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE)-, 

BY  SKILL  AREAS 


t 

,  SKILL 
/  AREAS. 

(11 

GRADE 

(2^ 

NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 

(?) 

' PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

(4) 

"^NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
•  AGd 
SCORE 
*  (SAS)t 

(6) 

•  iSTANDARD 
'  DEVIATION 

r  (SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRAPE 
EOUIVALENCc 
(GE)tt 

(6)  , 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(1) 

VO(^ABULARY 

3 

355 

95.77 

A 

5 

96.0 

14.26 

3.31 

1.04 

5 

369 

96«10 

5 

9^9.1 

15.39 

4.66 

1.50 

7 

^  350 

97.71 

3 

99.3 

-  3k5  .34 

««54 

1.71 

9^ 

370 

69.46  * 

1 

97.1  • 

l«tl4  ^ 

6.16 

2.07 

12) 

READING 
1  COMPRE- 
HENSION 

I         t  . 

3 

355 

95.77 

•  5 

96.0 

14.26 

3.33 

1.12 

5 

315 

96.10 

5 

99^.1  . 

15.39 

5.16 

1.44 

7 

350 

97.71 

3 

99.3 

15.34 

6.76^  ^ 

1.57 

9 

370 

69.46 

% 

97*1 

16.14 

6*32 

\ 

1.92 

•   

|l3) 

1  SPELLING 
1  \ 

1  ^ 

3 

355 

95.77 

•  5 

96.0 

X4«26 

3.95 

1.33 

5 

365 

•* 

96.10 

5 

99.1 

15.39 

5.32 

1.62 

7 

350 

97.71 

3 

99.3 

i 

15.34 

6.95 

1.96 

9 

370 

69.46 

a  - 

9^.1  . 

16.14 

6.35 

2.37. 

1  QAPITAL- 
■  IZATION 

3 

.  355 

95.77 

'  5 

"  96.0 

0.4.26  ^ 

3.64 

1.27 

5 

 1  r- 

365 

96.^10 

5 

•99.1 

 ■* 

15.39 

5.51 

1<>51 

7 

350 

97.71 

3 

99.3* 

15.34 

7^15 

1.99 

9 

370 

89.46 

1 

97.1 

16.14 

6.36 

2.39 

B) 

Hnctuation 

3 

355 

95.77 

5 

96.0 

14.28 

4.02 

1.36 

5 

365 

,  96.10 

5  •/ 

^       99.1  * 

15.39 

5f42 

1.53 

7 

350 

97.71 

3 

99.3 

^  15.34 

^93 

1.'94 

9 

•  • 

370 

'69.46 

» 

1 

$7.1  'U.14 

r 

6.29 

2.40 

Qf' 9/30/13 f  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NQNGRADED  CLASSES. 

tuMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974'  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ^ROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRF^ED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

|0R  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  '  "  .  ■ 
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QUEEN  ANNE'S  COUNTY  o  . 

TABLE.  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY -(AVERAGE  STANDARD  A^E  SCORE),-" 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
•BY  SKILL  AREAS  .       "  ' 

-  ,  (CONTINUED)  . 


f 

SKILL 

-  (I) 
GRADE 

(21 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 

(31  ^ 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 

TCdTcQ 

'  (4J- 

NUMXER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS )  f 

c  <6I 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

*     AVERAGE- - 

GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 

STANDARD^ 
DEVIATION  - 
(SD) 

LANGUAGE 
■  USAGE 

3 

395 

95.77 

.5 

98.0 

14.28 

3.39 

1*30 
■ 

5 

385 

96.10 

5 

99.1 

i  15*39 

5.15 

1*69 

7  . 

350 

97.71 

3 

99.3 

15.34 

6.83 

1*86 

9 

370 

-< 

09.46 

1  5 

97.1 

1^.14 

8.05 

2*35 

(7) 

LANGUAOC 
TOTAL  ' 

^; 

'  355, 

^       95. 7J 

5 

90*0 

14.28 

1«15 

'  5 

 a 

315 

06*10 

5 

99.1 

15 .39 

> 

7 

350 

97.71  . 

3  • 

99.3  . 

15.34 



6.97 

•  1*68 

9  f 

370 

19.46 

1' 

il— ;  

97.1  , 

16*14 

8.26 

2  •  10 

MATHEMATICAL 

CONCEPTS* 

3 

355 

95.77 

5 

98.0 

14.28 

3.46  ^ 

*91 

5 

,  305 

96.10 

*  5 

99.1 

 ^  

15.39 

5 .32  1 

1#28 

7 

350 

97.71 

> 

3 

'  99.3 

15.34 

7*04  * 

1*55  « 

9  , 

370 

89.46 

1 

1  97.1 

16*31^ 

8*17 

1*94 

(9) 

fj 

MATHEMATICAL 

PROBLEMS 

3 

355 

95.77 

5           ;           98.0  "  ; 

14.28 

3*37 

1.03 

385 

96.10 

 1 

99.1  1!$.39 

5.10 

1.26 

.  7 

350 

97.71 

3        ^  1 

99.3 

15*34 

6.64 

1.^8 

» 

9 

370 

89»46 

1  1 

97.2, 

.  16*14 

8.13 

1*95 

(10» 

3 

355 

*  > 

95.77 

5 

98.0 

14.28 

3.42 

.92 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

5 

•99.1 

15.39 

5*21 

1*18 

7 

350 

^97.71 

3 

49.3 

15*34 

4*84 

1*45. 

9 

370- 

y    '  e.9.46 
-f—  J- 

1 

— ^O-- 

97.1 

16*14 

8*15 

1*83 

«  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  koNGRADED  CLASSES. 

-  -  '^^-•^  •  . 

«>C  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974 vJj^tVlDED  BY-  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

i  ^  '       ■  • 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  (SAS)  DERIVED  FROH  COBNITIVE' ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATrlP.9f,  FORM  1,  1971  ^DITIOM. 
THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  (1ROI4P  Fdl^  'GRADES  3,  5,   7,  AND  9  ARE  lOOr  NATIONAL  SD  «  16^  ^ 

ft  GRADE  ECfUlVALENCE   (GE)  DERIVED^FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILt^,  FpRM  5,   1971  EDITION.,   THE  Mf-ANS   IN  THf 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GJIADES*3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  S.7,  7.7,  AND.9.4, , VARYINR  SLlRHTLY 
FOR  EACH  SKItL  AREA.  t  ' 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMtJN I TY  AND  PUBLIC*  SCHOOL-  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


• 

SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL* 
SCHOOL 
"ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
' EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTEFi*S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA^ 
TION  OF 
MOTHER 

ai) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

($)  • 

(12) 

TEACHErI ADMIN. 
(5)     1  (6) 

teacherIadmin. 

(7)     1  (•) 

CENTREVILLE  PRIMARY'  K-3 

CHURCH  HILL  ELEH  *  K-5 
GRASONVILLE  INTERMED  4-5 

GRASONVILLE  PRIMARY  'k-3 
KENNARP  INTERMED 
KENT  ISLAND  ELEM 

STJDLERSVILLE  ELEM 

STEVENSVILLE  MIDDLE^ 

SUDLERSVILLE  MIDDLE  5-B 

CENTREVILLE  MIDDL^  V-8 

QUEEN  ANNES  COUNTY 


371        21.2        9^7        16.5        1.0  1^*3  1*.0 


101        20.1        96.2  B.O  1.0 

90         IB.O      •95.9  4.0  r^.O 


4-6 


K-4 


5-i 


9-12 


It^         11*^  ,  95.6 

504  IS.O  96.2  27.0  1.0 

400  21.6  93.3  17.5  1.0 

370  20.0  94.7  17.5  1.0 

,    351  17.5  93.9  19.0  1.0 

358  ;.7.9  95.3  l4.0  1.0 

♦  l^  17.2  95.3  22.9  l.'o 

1*30  1^.9    *  B9.j^  72.5  3.0 


*  SEE  APf^ENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS.  . 
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5.7, 


6.6      26.0  fi,l,l 


6.3  24.0  40.0 

9.0        1.0  12.3  35.0  10.0 

6.5  13.0  7.1 

4.0  22.0  5.4 
10.1  17.0  10. • 

6.3  14.0  20.0 

*6.S  21.0  10.0 

9.1  15.6  16^7 
10.6  17.8  31.8 


►^^^-^6 . 3 


16.7  ,     11.1  8109.0 

10.4  '  7901.0 

10.5  7528.0 
10.1  6790.0 

19.4        10.8  7876.0 

10.6  10458. M 
10.3  7209. U 


32.5 


9.4 


16.9 


9.4  10.6  iq458.u 

17.5  10.3  7209.0 

20.2  10.7  '  7778.0 

17.1  10.6  8210.0 
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(CENTREVILLE  PRI  -  QUEEN  ANNES  CQi) 
TABLE  4. 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO/IARYLAND  NORMS.  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ,  ° 


OUtEN  ANNt-j  COUNTY 
bCltOOL  bYSTCH 


^  toii.iS^t  

VOCABULARY  REAOlMO  COMPREHENSION  LAN6UAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOT»L 

.CMO<,L.««E         GHAUE  AVERACC  AVE..OL    MARY-      D.^rEp-  AVERAGE    MARY-     .aj..ER-  AVERAGE    MAR^-      D...rR.  AVERAGE    MARY-  aT.«R. 


SAS 


LANC 


NOBM 


GE 


LANO 


GF 


LAND 
NORM 


CtNTKtV ILLu  PRIMAHY 

3 

9S,2 

3.15 

a.u3 

4.0? 

3*»3 

3.*»B 

-.05 

H.n6  * 

3.««^ 

♦  •2? 

3.<»5 

T 

3«53 

-.OS 

CIHmCll  HILL  CLtM 

b 

/ 
95,3 
9<»,<» 

3.17 
i».53 

3.2«* 
M.6H 

-.07 
-.1*S 

3.27 
<».S1 

3.29 
H.79 

-.02 

♦  .02  , 

3.7* 
5.26 

3.66 
5.00« 

♦  .0**"^ 

♦  .26 

3.26 
5.HV 

3.37  • 
5.01 

-.11 
♦  .37 

(MlASOuVlLLc  INIERMEO 

5 

95,1 

U,7«* 

-.?7 

U.9b 

♦  .11 

H.92 

5.05 

-.13 

^.93 

5.10 

-.17 

CKASOfiVlLLu  PRIMARY 

3 

97,2 

3.  Oh 

^,36 

-.30 

3.14 

3.H1 

-.27 

.  73 

-.05 

3 .16 

3.1S  " 

-.02 

KLNNAKO  INftMMcO 

& 

100,7 

5.n.(» 

«i.?3 

-.in 

5.U2 

5.29 

♦  .13 

5.fi*» 

5.U7 

♦  .17 

5.21 

5.51 

-.27 

KtftT  ISLANU  ELtM 

3 

96,4 

3.37 

3.31 

'   • ,  06 

3.34 

J.36 

-.02 

3.51 

3.7^ 

-.2:> 

3.31 

3.11 

-.10 

SUuLLlKVlUuE  tLEM 

3 

101,0 

3.  J 11 

3.ril 

-.31 

3,38 

3.67 

-.29 

^.«2 

H.Ql 

-.19 

* 

3.19 

3.69 

-.20 

steveusvillc  MID0L£ 

* 

5 
7 

101, h 

loo^r 

6.b9< 

S.30 
^.B3 

-.32 

5',0i 
6,9i« 

5.36 
6.07 

-.33 
♦  .07 

5.21 
6.71 

•  5.53 
6.96 

-.32 
-.25 

5. IS 
6.50 

5,57 
7.16 

-.39 
-.36 

SU(}LEKc;VlLwC  HionLC 

5 
7 

90.3 
90,1 

6.52'  • 

S.02 
6.6] 

-.12 
-,29 

5.22 
6,59 

5.10 
6.67 

♦  .12 
-•OS 

5.  ^0 

6.  ^6 

5.29 
6.79 

♦  .Ot 

♦  .07 

5.26 
6.6<) 

5.31 
-  6.97 

-.07 
-.2S 

clmthlvilll  miuule 

7 

99, «• 

6.60 

h.7b- 

-.1& 

6,tfi 

6.00 

-.02 

7.11 

6.90 

♦  •21 

6.<)2 

7.09 

-.17 

QUttN  /tUNt'j  COUNTY 

9 

97,1 

s.ie 

6.03 

a.  32 

7.66 

♦  .i»6 

A.?6 

^•02 

.  ♦.24 

S.15 

0.  IS 

-.03 

♦  SEE  CHAPTER        SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (♦! 

*  ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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\  - 

TABl!E  5.     RELATION  OF  ACH I EVEMtNT' TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL- 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
-  STATISTICAJ.LY  CONTROLLED*       ■  "  . 


.WEEN  AWiES  «OUNTV 
SCHOOL  SYSTEH  g 


SCHOOL  N/U^-       «.„P      r  •  r  ■  CO«P«|^IQN  .       .■  LA^WAt  TOTAL  mmm^Z^'' 

scHootNA^^      ,«AoeAV  .A,eAVE.A«.„AjT-    0^^^^^^  ^  ^  ^^n- .^.^  ^.  or^n. 

SAS  M       NORM  ^         $t       NOKM  *r       hi22  E^KTE 


4 


CtWTRevIUE  PHIMAKY 

3 

'  9dg2 

3.39 

♦  •06 

9.«3 

^•CHURCH  HILL  ELEH  . 

.  3 
5 

95.3 
91.11 

3.17 
1rS3 

3.20 

9. OA 

-.03 
-.08 

3.27 

*.oi 

<4HAS0NVlLLe  INTEKMgD  5 
* 

95.1 

*.tl7 

<l«ft5 

-•la 

«.95 

«KAS0f4VlLLC  f^IHARY 

3 

97.2 

3^06 

3.29 

-•23 

3.  in 

KfclJNARd  XWTERMec 

Ok. 

5 

100.7  . 

5.0« 

5.0<l 

♦  •00 

5.112 

KCfJT  ^ISLAW  ELEH 

3 

96.i| 

3.37 

.  3.29 

♦  •00 

3.311 

SUOLEftSVILLE  ELEH 

3 

101. 0 

9.30 

3.51 

-•2t 

3.3a 

STeVENSVILLE  KlOOLE 
« 

5 

7  . 

I0I.5 
100. 1 

0.9S 

6.59 

5.10 
6.05 

-.ao 

-.26 

5.03 
6.9« 

SUULEHSVIULE  MIDDLE 

5 
7 

90.3 
90.1 

*.90- 
6.32 

II.B3 
6.6<l 

^.07 
-.22 

0 

5.2X 
6.59 

3.<I7 

-.on 

%*0^ 

3^Si> 

3. 45 

s^si 

-.06 

3.-27 
%.73 

>.oo 

♦.OS 

3.^ 

5«26 

3*6i> 
».97 

♦rlO 

3«26 
5.M 

3^35 
5^01 

'-•09 

♦  •«»0 

11.70 

♦•17 

^►•92 

i«^o 

-•oi 

^•93 

5.05" 

-•12 

3.37 

-.23 

3.73 

3^75 

••02 

.3^iii 

3.M 

♦•02 

5^10'      ♦.2i»    ^5^61^         5^39  ♦.as  5.2H  5.*3  -.^  ^ 

3.3<l,.*.00       3.51         3.yi  -.to'  3.3»      '  3.43  -.0» 

3.M  "-.U  3.1,9    ^    3.5,  , 

5*5i  "'^JS  5.5H  -.36 

7.00  -.29  6.00  7.26  -..J? 

VjI  5*?^  *-25  ♦.01 

6.71  ♦.IS  6.69  •      6.96  -.27  ^ 


CEnT(\eviLLE  MIDDLE      7     99.*       6.60       \  .  on  «. 

0  ?        3  ^-'^^  ♦•^^       '^^'^         7.°6  -.1. 

OUEEN  A,^fCS  COUNTY      9      97.1        0.16*^      7.91       ",,27     .  0.32 


3.62 

3.02 

6^ 

-.2*fc 

♦  .Qd 

5.21 
6.71- 

0.90 
6.6(1 

♦  .2# 
-.05 

5^30 
6^n6 

6.76 

♦  •tt2 

7.11 

♦  .1(0 

.6^24 

7^9<l       ^^32       0.16         0.14     ,  ♦.Ol 


*   JcwSIIo^SbKK^SC^^^^^^  T«HS-USE».AN»  EXPLANATION  0.  ASTEM« 


t 

I"  . 

\ 
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LOCAI.  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.20  ST.     MARYS  COUNTY., 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


■'■■A  ■ 

4y'  : 


A  Goal  Setting  Activities  at  the  School  System  and  Individual 

school  Levels.    The  accountability  effort  in  St.  Mary's  Coupty  has 
proceeded  along^  two  lines.   'The  first  has  been  an  ^ffort  Jo  ^^sess 
•Shere  students  are  in  reading.,  writing,  and  mathematics,  through  both 
the  State  assessment  program,  the  local  testing  program,  and  other 
formal  and  informal  evaluatioif  techniques .    The  second  thrust  has  beeji 
an  effort  to  establish  goals  for  students  county  level  an^ 

objectives  at  the  individual  school  level  which  will  meet  the  county 
goals. 

Goal  setting  activities  began  in  January  of  1974  with 
committees  comprised  of  teachers,  principals,  and  supervisors  drafting 
tentative  goals.    These  goals  were  presented  tc?  all  Pj°f f ^  .  . 
personnel  and  school  and  community  organizations  for  their  review  and 
comment  in  March  of  1974.  ■        >  . 

Following  this  review  the  revised  goals  were  presented  to 
the  local  Board  of  Education  for  their  information  .at  the  regular  ^ 
board  meeting  in  April.     In  May  the  3oard  approved  ^hese  goals,  which 
were  then  forwarded  to  the  Maryland  state  Department  of  Education  and 
subsequently  received  the  approval  of  the  State  committees.  In 
September  of  this  schbol  year  these  goals  were  distributed  to  all 
school  personnel.  ; 

■      .  .    421  •  . 
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mo4-  4=^^  ^.iJ'^  ^5®  ^^f-  °^  Objective  writing  thre^  workshop  groups. 
«hLn??,  o^"";^  days  ,  in  June  to  begin  developing  catalogs  o/ISgges ted 
.obaectxves  for  ,us|  by  schools  ih  developing  th^ir  own  schQorob?ec?ive^ 


were  combined^^SI^^^^^^TK''  tu^'  ^^^^^^s  of  these  committees  •  work 

disSiSnfiSn^     1  the  county  task  force  on  accountability 

ror  axstributxqn  in  late  September  to  schools.  5.  i.  '..     •  . 

-.  V-  ^Q^lowing  a  timetable  developed  by  the  task"  force, 
school-based  personnel  began  in  October  studying  datS  on  student 
achievement  and  reviewing  the  catalogs  of  SuggeIterob4ec?iv^^^ 
will'seScV'nf""^^""  January,  iAp^^^Soo^ 

<t^ooT    ^L  fi^^^^^  gradri^l  for  students  in  that 

hS.  JhiV  ^J®_fi^st  draft  of  these  school  objectives  will  be  reviewed 


School  System  Goals  and  Ob^ctives  fhr  "Typical"  Elementarv 
Id  ■'TypicAl'*  secondary  Schools.     yA.^^^  y.J^^^  ttTf^^^'''^ 


B.   

Ma^?s^Countv^r-'".^^^°? '  ^       •^"V"V^"  ^  ^^"^'^^  ^^1^^  St . 

of^v^ica? i  reaamg, ^writing,  and  mathematics  and  examples' 

ot  typical  elementary  and. secondary  School  objectiii^s. 


'Reading 


1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


6. 


;A  St.  Clary's  County  student  who  has- achieved  the "  ^ 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local  school 
shouJLd  identify  his  own  purpose  for  using  a  variety 
of  print  and  non-print,  materials.  i  ^• 

A_St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  select  and  use  a  variety  of  print 
level°"'^^^'^^  n^terials^  appropriate  to  his  reading 

A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local' 
school  should  have  a  basic  sight  vocabulary  ~ 
pronunciation  and  meaning.  , 

A  St.  Mary's  County  student,  who  has  kchieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established^by  the  local 
school'  should  identify  an<rWerstand  words  by  means  ' 
of  such  clues  as:    configuration,  context,  phonetic 
analysis,  structural  analysis,  authority.. 

A  St.  Maryffs  County  student  who  has  achieved  the  * 
objeetives  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  select  a  wide  variety  of  reading' 
materials  in  different  fields. 

A  St.  Mary's  Couhty  s'tudent  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  develop  and  ek$;end  his  reading-study 

skills..  '"Seijg^  »  ^  ^ 
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7 .   'I  A  St .  laary '  s  C  ounty ;  s tude  nt  ^hd  h&S  ac  hie ved  . 

Jthe  obiiectives  fot  reading  established  .by  the 
'    *    local  school  should  read  on  the  highest,  level  of, 
which  h&  is  capable.  ' 

8'.      A  St^  Mary^s  Cotinty  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  vestablisheid  by  the  local' 
school  should  have  mad-e.  appropriate  growth, 
comihensurate  with  his  ability,  each  year  he  is  • 

in  school.  •  ^  '  •  . 

,       ■     ■  -^'.^     .  I  •       ,  ^  , 

9.      A  St.  Mary's  Gouiity  student  who  has  achieved  the 
pbjectiVeS  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
'school  should  be  able  to  follow  directions. 

10.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has"  achieved  the 
^  ■     obijectives  for  reading  established  by  th'e  local 

.    .     school  should  be  abl,e  to  locate  references.  „ 

11.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local  . 
schppr  should  be  able  to  gain  information. 

12.  A  St.  M'&ry-s  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  be  able  to  understand  forms-. 

13.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has-  achieved  the 
objectives  for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  read  for  pleasure  and. personal  growth 

14.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives' for  reading  established  by  the  local 
school  should  apprediate  literature  --  .prose, 
poetry,  and  drama. 

Writing 

1.  A' St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  local  ^ 
school* should  be  able  to  communicate  with  others,^ 
applying  accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

2.  A  St.  Mark's  County  student  whp  has  ^chifeved  t)\& 
objectives^  for  writing  established  by  the  local 
school  should  be  able  to  express  his  own  ideas  and 
personal  reactions 'to  an  experience. 

3 .  A  St .  Mary '  s  Couiity  student  who  has  achieved  the 
•    objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  local 

school  should  b^  able  to  utilize  correct  forms  of 
writing  in  a  social,  business/  vocational,  or 
academic  situation.     '  - 
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4.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achietved 
.the  objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  ' 
local  school  should  recognize  and  appreciate  ' 
the  value  t)f  written  communication.  • 

5.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the  * 
objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  local 
school  should  write"  to  fulfill  personal  and  social 
needs.  • 

6.  A  St.  Mary's  County  student  who  has  achieved  the 
objectives  for  writing  established  by  the  local 
school  should  gain  a  sense  of  accomplishment  from 

•    hxs  writing.  •  • 

Mathfematics 

1.  Each  St. 'Mary's  County  student,  commensurate . with 
his/her  ability,  will^jrecall  mathematical  facts. 

2.  Each  St.  Mary' 9  County  student,  commensurate  with 

^         his/her  ability,  will  identify  mathematiqal  symbols.  ^ 

'3.       Each  St.  Mary's  Countyo student,  commensurate  with 
his/her  ability,  will  recognize  the  language  of 
mathematics. 

4.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with  „ 
his/her  ability,  will  perform  basic  operations  of 
"ftiathemati'cs.'  "  •  ' 

5.  _   ^Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 

his/her  ability,  will  solve  equation^  and  Inequalities 
by  applying  a  sequence  of  basic  operations. 

6.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 
'  his/her  ability,  will  demonstrate  the  ability  to 

measure.  *     ,  ' 

7.  _Eaeh  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 

> his/her  ability,  will  understand  number  concepts. 

8.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 
his/her  ability,  will  understand  basic  geometric 

-concepts. 

9.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with*  ^ 
his/her  ability,  will  read  the  interpret  mathematical 
data. 
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Id.      Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 

^his/her  ability;  Vill  analyze  a  specific  mathematical 
problem. 

11.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 
his/her  ability,  will  develop  a  logical  sequc nee 
in  solving  the  problem  and  stai:e  the  soliltion. 

12.  Each  St..  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with*  • 
his/her  ability,  will  identify  and  analyze  the 

'  problem ^situation. 

13.  *   pach  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 

his/her  ability,  will  use  mathematical  reasoning  to 
formulate  hypotheses  and  ptate  if  there  is  a  solution. 

14.  Each  St.  Mary's  Coiapty  student,  commensurate  with 
his/her  ability,  will  appreciate  the  structure. of 
mathematics  as  an  intellectual  creation  of  the  huma:n 

•  mind .  , 

15.  Each.  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 
Ms/her  ability,  'will  understand  the  significance 
•Of  mathematics  in  daily  living  and  appreciate  its 

contribution  to  our  society. 

16.  Each  St.  Mary's  County  student,  commensurate  with 
'his/her  ability,  will  understand  the  functioning  of 
mathematics  as  a  tool  of  the  technological  world. 

Examples  of  Objectives 

Reading  - 

Given  a  printed  selection  from  the  final  unit  of  ^ 
the  basic  reader  for  the  first  grade,  the  student 
by  the  end  of  first  grade  will  read  accurately  90%  . 
of  the  words.  . 

Given  a  topic,  the  student  by  the  end  of  second 
grade  will  express  orally  to  his  teacher  what  he- 
would  like  to  know  about  that  topic. 

Given  an -'assignment  which  requires  the  student  to  • 
locate  an4§:ead  materials  on.  a  particular  subject, 
the  studei^by  the  end  of  the  eic^hth  grade  will 
select  and  read  five   (5)  appropriate  references. 

Given -a  group  df  possible  conclusions  fjrom  a  reading 
selection,  the  student  by  the  end  Of  tenth  grade  will 
identify  a  logical  one. 

4-417 

428. 


ERIC 


Writing      •  -  ^  *  '""^  ' 

1.  The  student  by  the  end  of  second  grade  will  put 

a  question  mark  at  the  end  of  a  question,  a  comma     .  • 
^      •     after  the 'salutation  and  after  the  closing  c^f  a  ■■ 
^f^i®^^<^ly  letter.,  a  comma  between  the  day  of^  the 
month  and  the  year  in  the  writing  of  a  dati,  and 
a  comma  between  the  name  of "a  city  arid  th^^ name 
of  a  state  when  written  together.  / 
.       '  ■       f-'  ^  ' 

2.  The  student  by  the  end~of  grade  five  will  write 

impressions  of  a  painting  or  a  sculpture. 
,  ^  .  ,      ,  .   -     f     '  . 

3..      The  student  by  the  end  of  grade  six  will,  using 

a  model,  write  an  invitation,  a  friendly- note ,  and 
.  a  thank -you  letter  including  the  greeting/  the  body, 

and  the  clos^g.  .  /  •  . 

4.      The  student  by  the  end  of  grade  seven  will,  given 

the  opportunity,  keep  a  journal  to  record  experiences 
and/or  inner  perso'nal  feelings. 

Mathematics 

*      1.      Given  two  one-digit  n*\imerals  and  iilie  symbol 

the  student  at  the  end  of  first  grade  will  write 
■s  the  difference,  as  meas\ired  by  a  teacher-ra'ade  test. 

'2.      At  the  end  of  third  grade,  the  student  will  .name 
subtraction  facts  up  to  and  including  18  minus  9, 
■  as  measured  by  a  teacher-made  test.. 

^  3.      Given  a  specific  amount  of  money  and  a  set  of 

II  ,      specific  items,  the  student  completing  the  eighth 

arade  will  identify  at  least  three  different  sets 
of  Items  that  can  be  purchased  without  exceeding 
the  given  amount. 

4.      Upon  the  successful  completion  of  the  graduation 

requirements  for  mathematics,  the  student,  when  given 
i  a  finite  set  of  triangles,  will  group  the  triangles 

into  subsets  based  on  a  specified  property  of  the 
triangles,  on  a  teacher-created  test. 

S^v.™  ^  Coimnents  -on  the  Results  of  .the  Accountability  Assessment 

Program  for  t^e  School  System. The  accountability  assessment  

program,,  while  not  measuring  all  of  the  county  goals  in  the  areas  of 
reading,  writing,  and  mathematics,  does  give  some  indication  of  how 
students  in  St.  Mary's  County  are  achieving  in  a  number  of  the  skill 
areas  which  comprise  these  three  subjects.     As  can  be  noted  in  the 
tables  which  follow,  elementary  school  students  in  the  county  are 
functioning  at  a  level  near  that  of  the  average  elementary  school 
•     students  in  the  State  on  subtests  of  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Ba«sic  Skills. 
Middle  and  high  school  students  hpwever,  are 'below  the  average;  in 
grade  7,  the  average  grade  equivalence  is  about  4  months 'below  the 
,^     State  average  and  in  grade  9,  about  6  months  below. 
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A  school-by-school  analysis  indicates  that  the  area 
f  vocabulary  development  is  the  weakest  area  of  those ^reported 
and  thus  should  have  highest  priority  across  the  county,  with 
heading  comprehension,  language,  and  inathematxcs  ranked  2,   3,  and 
4. in  priority  order..  '      •  •<  .    .  . 

E-.-  Program- Modification  Activities  during  the  Reporting  Year 

■aAd  Plans  f^urther  Modxtxcation .    -As  ^"^^^"^^^  J"?/^^^nt--  « 

of  vocabulary  development  embrges  as  a  priority  m  St.  Mary,  s  counry. 
in  Xight  o?  ?his,  all  teachers  are  being  asked  during  this  school 
vear  ?o  include  In  each  unit  in  all  subject  areas  activities  a.n 
voSabuLr^building.     In  addition,  language  arts  teachers  will 
emphasize  vocabulairy  development  through  daily  activities  in 
language  arts  and  reading.  . 

Additionally,  school-based  committees  are  writing 
school  objectives  which  will  prpvide  particular  emphasis  on  the 
skUl  areL  which  an  analysis  of  the  school  ^^^i^^J^JJ^.^f  1 
suaaest  need  improvement.     Plans  are  under  way  to  evaluate  pupil 
achiSvemen?,  Sing  the  data^ from  the' Spring  1974  assessment  to^ 
base  line  information  and  tliat  of  this  year's  assessment  to  "measure 
cShges  Jeiated  to  the  objective  writing  and  program  modification 
activities  accomplished  this  year. 

As  a  result  of  this  evaluation,  during  the  summer  of  1975, 
each  school  principal  will  plans  programs  for  his  school  to  be 
implemented  during  the  1975-76  school  year. 

f"  '   P^nrrress  of  Schools  tov»ard  System  and/or  School  Goals  ■ 

not  r^^^r^^o^  Hy  fi4-^fe  Assessment  Instruments.     Objectives  are  ,. 
•ure sen tlv  being  written  ih  each  school  tor  St.  Mary  s  Cpunty  goals 
in  ?Sading  Siting,  and  mathematics.     These  objectives  each  include 
is^aJemeni  S  how^the  bbjective  will  be  measured  and  when  the   v  . 
assessmenfw?ll  take  place.     Since  these  objectives^are  generally 
measured  at  or  near  the  end  of  the  school  .year,  a  determination  ot 
'SSprbgress  of  schools  toward  goals  and  o^j^^tlves  not  measured 
by  the  lawa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  will  , not  be.  available  until  the 
'Summer  of  1975. 

r  Unmet  Needs  for  Resources  to  Perpiit  Improvement  of 

S;oarams  and  Services .     In  order  to  implement  tully  the  accounta- 
bil?trSf fort  i^S^  Couhty,  the  following  resources  are  needed 

1        Funds  to  provide  for,  twelve  month  employment  of  _ 

all  or  most  teachers.     This  additional  time  would  - 
be  used  to  write  objectives,  plan  programs  to  meet 
these  objectives,  determine  ways  of  evaluating 
these  programs,  and  carry  out  a  continuing  review 
and  re-evaluation  of  the  program. 
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4. 


Funds'  to  provide^ a  full-time  staff  in  the  areas 
,  Of  research,  evaluatxon,  and  acc6untability. 

Funds  to  pay  substitutes  and -provide  travel  for 
sShS!?'''-r^^2^^f^^^^°^^  to  visit  exemplar? 
o?  ?Si  .io^^'^i^iff  -^y         assessment  component 
of  the  accountability  program. 

pa??LlLnH  'iT'^'^^tl  student^;  and  parents  as 
participants  m  workshops  designed  to  aid  schools 
in  carrying  out  the  six  steps  Required  in  the 
accountability  legislation.  ^"^rea  in  the 
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ST.  MARTY'S  -COUNTY' 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNJTY  ^AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


A.     COMMUNITY  CHARACTERISTICS 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN*' 

FAMfLY 

INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

47,388 

$8r267 

28.0 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
'  MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEAftS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(\EDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

12.1 

12.1 

B.     SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTiCS    (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

1  1     --  ^ 

(10) 

TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATORS 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

12,027 

$9,404 

$15,370 

8,1 

18,2 

(11) 

.(12) 

i> 

(13) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

PERCENT- 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

15.7 

20.6 

94.0 

C-     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


/  (14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE, 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$829.96 

$576.98 

69.6 

$23.86 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  pupil' 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTa  ^ 

f  — , 

^  (20) 

*    PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.9 

$10.09 

1.2 

•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABUfe. 
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ST.  MARY'S  COUNTY  ,  ^ 

TABLE'2.     nonverbal  ABILI,TY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


t 

'  SKILL 
AREAS  " 

(1) 

4 

'  GRACe 

(2) 

.   NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENR-QLLEJ* 

(3) 

PERCEN?-OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

(4) 

number  of 
Schools 

TESTED  ^ 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SA?)t  ^ 

(61 

STANDARD 
DEVIATIOff" 
(SD) 

(7)  ^ 

AVERAGE 
GRADE  . 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE ) 

(61 

/ 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD ) 

(1) 

3 

962 

f 

• 

99.40 

15 

96*7 

16k»66 

3*29 

lalO. 

5 

'  979 

9Qa26 

'15 

100  a  3 

16a43 

5a44  - 

la  59 

VOCABULARY 

7 

953 

93.91 

4 

100a9 

16a37 

* 

6a47 

la99 

9 

65a  30 

2 

96  a  6 

15a96 

7.62 

2.11 

12)  . 

3 

962 

QQ  7Q 

15 

96*7 

16  a  66 

3a36 

la25 

READING 

5 

k  

979 

* 

QA  97 
7O  ■  ^  1 

'    100 a  3 

16*43 

5a  26 

'  1  

la  53 

;  COMPRB- 

\  ricif  w  1  wii 

953 

96a  22 

A 
"T 

100  a  9 

16  a  37 

6.75 

1.76 

9 

973 

66a  54 

2 

70  a  0 

15*96 

6  a  01 

1*96 

(3)  ^; 

3 

962 

100 a 00 

15 

OA  7 
70  a  f 

16. 611 

JIO  a  wO 

3a76 

la  34 

SPELLING 

5 

979 

96al6 

15 

i  no  9 

^  16a43 

'  5a43 

la74 

* 

7 

953 

94a44 

 i-" 

100  a  9 

16*37 

6a62 

'2*06 

9 

973 

64al7 

7*  a  0 

15a  96 

7*66  • 

2a42 

(A)  • 

3 

962 

100 a  00 

15 

OA  7 
70a  1 

1 1*  AA 
JiO  a  00 

3a  66 

la27  * 

CAPMAL- 
IZATldN 

5 

979 

98al6 

15 

9         100a 3 

Ji  0  a  U. 

5a  35 

la  56  . 

7 

953 

94a65 

4 

100  a  9 

16a37 

6a55 

1.99 

9  ' 

973 

63a97 

2 

96a6 

15  a  96 

7a63 

2*34 

3 

962 

ioOaOO 

15 

9ea7 

16a66 

3a  76; 

 f  

1.41 

j  PUNCTUATION 

5 

979 

96a06 

15 

100,3 

,  16a43 

5a36 

1.56 

7 

953 

94  a  54 

4 

100  a  9 

i6a37 

6a54 

•  2*01 

1  ■ 
1  ■ 

9 

'  973 

64a07 

•  2 

96a6 

15a96 

7*66 

2.29 

•  AS  OF  9/30/73.  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

♦•NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRFSSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA. 
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ST.  MARY'S  COUNTY  «^        -  * 

■   TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (A.VERA6E  STANDARD  AGE.SCOREh 

AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE)., 
V      ,  .  BY^5KILL  AREAS 


(CONTINUED) 


• 

SKlLt 

(3») 
GRADE 

I          iZ)  ^ 

NUMBER  OP 

f  STUDENTS 
1     ENROLLED  « 

1     •  (3) 

PERCENT  .OF 
STUWNtS 
1  (      TESTED  *4 

_   > 

1  r4> 

NUHlik  OP 
SCHOOLS 

1           1  C«>  1  Cm 

aveiTage^ 

STANDARD  \ 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

N  STANDARD 

\  jJEVIATION 
>       ( SD  )V 

'           (7)  _ 

-  AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
tGEl  H 

<8} 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
'  (SD) 

(6) 

3 

9^2^ 

lOO.OO 

0^      ♦  98.7 

'  16  6|- 

H  ■ 
1*33 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

1  979 

[  9S»26 

15 

100*3 

JiD«43 

5*27  , 

1*72  . 

* 

95i 

95.31 

•  4 

1 

iod.9 

10.37 

6*69 

1.97 

9 

d973^ 

•5a20 

1  f 

91.6 

15.96 

7*75 

*  . 

'   3  »  ' 

'  962 

100*00 

15 

9i.7 

v**  f 

16.68 

3*73 

1.18  . 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

j  979 

j     .      98 ,47 

> 

<^  gbUQ.3 

0  16.43 

5.37 

'  1.45 

T 

95*80 

1          "  ^ 

100*9 

.  16*37 

6*61 

1*74 

9 

[  973 

86*74 

• 

98*6 

15*96 

7.77 

2*07 

3 

962 

/  100*00 

98*7 

16*68 

3*43 

.99 

MATMEMAtlCAL 
CONCEPTS 

5 

979 

 1  " 

97*75  .  . 

■1  It 

100*3 

16*43 

5*58' 

1*37 

7 

953 

93*3.8 

'4 

i 

iod.9 

Ji0*4  ' 

7*10 

1^65 

9 

973 

83*97 

•  ^  •  ! 

! 

98*6 

lit. OA 

  i  " 

8*31 

1.90 

3 

962 

100*06  1 

1 

98«7 

16  *  6  8 

3.44 

1*P7 

HATHEMATICAL 
^ROlLEHfi 

5  ♦ 

979  j 

 -1  \ 

97*85 

15 

100*3 

Jia«4ji 

5*32 

1.37 

f 

953 

93,07 

100*9 

16*37 

6.76 

1.72 

9 

973 

83*97 

2 

98.6 

^  15*96 

7.98 

1.89 

962 

100*00  1 

•  15. 

98.7 

16#68 

'  3*46  - 

MATlk^MATlCAL 
TOTAL 

5 

979 

'it  97*85 

1  15. 

100.3 

16*43 

.5*47 

1.27       '  • 

T. 

*.!J3      .  j 

9d«l8  J 

4 

100. 9> 

16*37 

6i^8  / 

9  1 

973  j 

•4.07 

2 

98.6 

15*96 

.r 

8*15 

«■  -.  .  ..  . 

♦  AS  OF  f/30/  73,  ABJUSTEl)  TO  INCLUDE  NONORAMl)  CLASSES.  ^  /  ' 

**  mmBK  sfomn  testej  sminc,       divides  iv  mmi<  enrolle*  9/30/7?,  exMessec  *s  *  mrcentace.  - 
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MARGARET  BRENT  JR)  '      .  '  '  ^  o 

TABLE'S.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*        •        .  -  .  ' 


* 

1 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 

CTAfSE 

HASTEft'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

i 

X 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUFIL/ 
^TAFF. 
5ATI0 
(3) 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4)' 

'TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

HEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

HEDIAN 
PAHILV 

SCHOOL  NAHE"^ 

ZATION 

HENT  u 
(2) 

TEAi:HEft|ADHIN\ 
'     (5)  (6) 

— '  

TEACHER  ADHIN. 
(7)  (!) 

DEGREE 
OR  AlOVC 

VAN- 
TAGED 
f  Tn  1 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(U) 

INCOHE 
(1) 

(12) 

lANNEKER 

K-5 

440 

96.4 

21.5    0  1.5 

5.«  27.7 

1.7 

11.2  . 

12.1 

••47«0 

DYNARS  . 

PRE  K,  1-5 

304 

n 

JtV  •  u 

95.9 

15.0  1.0 

ft. 7  11.0 

ft.3  ' 

32.1 

10.5 

U44.0 

• 

FRANK  KNOX 

K-5 

4(4 

525.2 

96.6 

17.5  l»0 

1.7  14«0 

5.4 

12.4 

4 

•^49»0 

GREAT  HILLS 

179 

;tt2.4  i 

97^0 

7.0  1.0 

17.3  5.0 
* 

25.0  13.2 
« 

12.4 

•395.0 

GREENVIEW  KNOLLS 

K-5  ^ 

433 

29.4 

97.5 

20.5  1.0 

12.1      12.1  « 

13.9 

10.6 

12.4 

•257.0 

*  HOLLYWOOD 

• 

i-5  - 

254 

25.4 

96.2 

9.0  1.0 

• 

11.0  14.0 

10.0 

13.4 

11.5 

•lra7.0 

lexington  park 
,  hechanicsville 
oakvil'le 
parkhall 
piney  point  • 

RIDGE 

TOWN  CREEK 

WHITE  HARSH 

ESPERANZA 
GEORGE  W  CARVER 
LEONARDTOWN 

HARCARET  IRENT  JR 


K-5 


PRE  K-5 


K-5 


PRE  K-6 


PRE  K-5 


K-5 

K-5 

4-4 
4-1 

K-l 

6-1 


.0  1.0 


477       23.9      94.1         19.0  1.0 
419        22.1  96.5 
260        26.0  95.5 

549  23.9  96.2 

510  22.2  95.6 

294  22.6  96il 

372  23.3  96.4 

•341  24.9  95.0 


ft. 7      30.0  5.0 


4.4'       12*4  4249.0 
26.7  10.4 
5.4       7.0       10.0         16.9         11. A 


li.O       1.0         5.3      12.0  15.4 


7447.0 


22.0  1.0  4.4-  9.0  13.0  • 
22.0        1.0  3.6      11.0  ^lr.7^ 


It. 3 


21.4 


I2f3  4235.0 


12.0        1.0  5.9  2>^ 


12.1         9447.0^  » 
15.4         14.4         12*0  4144.0 


15.0  1.0 


1.4  9.0 


•.5         12.4  4234.0 


13.0       1.0         5.5     45.0       14.3         Zft.4  10.4 


4231.0 


.944  14.6  94.2 
552  14.4  93.4 
900        21.2  95.4 


49.5  2.5  7.2  17.6  17.3  15.5  12.2 
2i.O  2.0  7.5  16.5  10.0  14.0  12^3 
2.0       10.4      22.7         4.7    ^  16.1 


40.5 


4447.0 

4233.0 
12.2  4967.0 


•02       19.6      93,3         39.0  2.0 


4.5      17.7        14,4         29.1  10.9 


7427.0 


SE6  ^PrNDIX  A  FOR^  DEFINITION  OF  TERHS. 


ERLC 


435 


4-426 


(BANNEKER  -  MARGARET  BRENT  JR) 


M  Sauys  county 

SCHOOL  SYSIEM 


i^CtiOOL  NAME 


TABLE  4.  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4.  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

CONTROLLED* 


NORM 


SAS 


OF 


LAND 

NORM 


GC 


HAliNtKf'R"  . 
OY-4AR0 
FKaNK  KNOX 

GK^  Al  •  ILU'J 

GHtLNVTt**  aNOLuS 

HOLLY •rOU 

LtxlNoTor4  fA«k 

MLCHA-^KSVIU.t'^. 

OAkVILI.U 
PAmKHAI  l 
Plr.tY  POMf 


3'  92,1 
5  96,9 


3  92,8 
b  92.5 


3.0U 


3  102,6  3.'2^ 
b     1U6,9  -v&,32 


3    igs^i  i.no 

b;    107,2  ,  b,71 


3  iu3,b 
!>  iu3,a 


«S  11)1.7 
.  a  \101.« 


3  .  101.2 
!>  100.0 


3-  93.2 
S  90.2 


3  96>.b 
b  93.7 


3  9*>.6 
b      9k, H 


3  9b. n 

b  101.9 

3  92.3 

b  95. U 


3  106.3 
b     10b. h 


3  97.6 

a  9«»,3 


3.«i3 
b.70 


3."? 
5.5b 


3.61 

b.^>b 


2.92 


2.0^ 
U.90 


^.B9 
i«.9i« 


3.13 
6.11 


2.02 


U.  17 
5.01 


3.  on 


3.0U 
(♦,90 


M.5a 


3.71 
b.7b 


\.fl7 
•i.70 


-.16 


.,ou 

.,06 


3.25 
U,60 


i,3n 

5,U1 


-.07  3,97 
-.,0i»  ,  5,89- 


5,77 

b,i»9  ♦,?1 


3,65 


%6? 
S.17 


3..d2 
U.62 


^,26 
(|,6R 


» ,2^ 
S,33 


3,05 
1,77 


■'^,9f> 
b.6b 


3.V* 
(«.66 


-.01 

<.3n 


-,U3 


-,T7 

♦  ,?h 


.,  if^ 


-.13 


4  .?f> 


i,eb 

3.20 
5, US 


5»69 


U,ft7 


3.02 
<^.ll 


2.98 
U,85 


3,22 
5,53 


3,00 
<«,C1 


U,29 
S,8U 


3,19 
U,U6 


3.U8 
U.99 


3.12 
U.^3 


-.20 
-.35 


4.13 
4,05 


3,7T  -.39 
b.79    •  -.38 


3.9*» 
5.o2 


3.63 
5.5U 


3.71 
5.38 


3.08 
5.2** 


3.15 
5.09 


3.37 
U.73 


3*31 
U.79 


3.33 
5.39 


3.09 


U.U2 
5.69 


3.UU 
U.7'8 


♦  .03 
4.07 


^.15 
5.03 


3.1^5 
U.n7  . 


3.73 
5.37 


U.?6 
5.nC 


4,02  ?.75 
4, 12^,  5.66 


.  -.*»3 
4.10 


-.06 
4,U5 


-.29 
-.22 


-.35 
4*38 


-.33 
4.06 


-.11 
4.1U 


.09 
,06 


4,27 
4, IS 


.25 
.32 


3.7U 
9.'t9 


3.:^5 


^.31 
5.19 


3.70 
U.M5 


%^3 
5.^2 


3.«;6 

U.70 


<4.(i6 
■i.70 


3.nu 
5.05 


3*U6 
5.18 


3.r30 

U.fl5 


(4.11 

S.9M 


U.27 
h.97 


U»17 
b.71 


U.06 
5.56 


M.02 
5.U2 


3.53 
h»28 


>3.73 
U  .9U 


•  31 
.15 


4.  J«i 
4.0? 


-.?A 
-.57 


-.(13 


-r05 


-.3? 
-•07 


-.08 
4  .0«i 


.IP 

.03 


4'.?5 


2.9f, 
5.06 


3.«^1 
U.7U 


3.67 
5.04 


3.73 
fa.Pl 


3.50 
5.7fl 


3.*»5 
5.77 


3.65 
5.5«» 


3.?1 
b.?2 


3.6n 

5.00 


3.70 
5.56 


3.*»7 
5.07 


U.3<t 
5.8U 


3.80 
U.99 


4.0? 
-.15 


-.37 
4  .06 


♦  ,nn 
-.37 


4.2P 
-»05 


f*l*» 
4  .06 


3.17 
b.  3i» 


3.27 
5.11 


3.31 
5.U9 


3.17 
b.lU 


u.ou 

5.81 


3.50 
U,86 


3.20 
5.23 


3.2y 
*»,9o 


3.77 
5.97 


3.91 
b.OO 


3.82 
5.7i» 


3.73 

5".  59 


3.70 
5.*»h 


3,2 

5 


3.UU 
M.9q 


3,39 
5.0U 


3.U1 
.S.60 


3.2! 
5.12 


3.90 
5.98 


3.50 
5.0U 


-.17 


4,27 
-,16 


-,10 
-.13 


-.18 
4.21 


-.32 
4,0U 


-.28 
♦  .18 


-.05* 
4.09 


«.0S 
-.11 


-.27 
♦  .35 


-.12 
♦  .15 


.10 
.11 


-.ou 

♦  .02 


4.06 
-.07 


4  iOO 
-.18 


£brE.HAHZA 
fttcRoL  W  C.»HVLU 
LLuNAfinTON  i 


MAhOAiU  Y  UlCNT  Jf> 


7  1U7.0 
7  90.9 


3  9*'. 9 
b  106.5 
/  101.1 


7.09 
0.11 


3.5? 
5.U6 
b.f^l 


7      95. •> 


7 . 511 
6.69 


^.5«* 
'J. 73 
(  .9U 


6.32  -.'»V 


7.27 
6.56 


3.62 
5.70 
6.89 


6.2it 


7.b6 
0.75 


3.59 
5.76 
6.97 


(*.U1 


-.29 
-.  19 
4.03 

4.0? 

-.08 
-.17 


7.1U 
6.<iU 

6.11 
6.0U 

5. 09 


7.57 

6  ..86 

3.9U 
5.^1 
7.05 

6.56 


♦     SEE  CHAPTEPl  4.  SECTION  4.1.2  FOn  DEFINITIONS  Of  TEPIHS  USED  AND  EX^LANATIOft  OF  ASTEMSK  J?) 
ACCOHPANVINO  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


7.U9 

7.'^0 

-.31 

-.u? 

7.05 

-.13„ 

4.03 
4.20 

-.11 

3.63 
Q.n« 
7.89 

3.63 
5.9U 
7.25 

♦  .00 

♦  .00 
-.16 

-.57 

6.*»1 

6.73 

-.32 

•13  G 
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fBANNEKER  -  MARGARET  BRENT  JR) 


TABLE  5. 


ST  MARYS  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAIC 

banncker 

OYNARO 
FRANK  KNOX 


•«••••  •         '         SKILL  AREAS 
REAOINf  COHPKEHCNSION      i        LANfUA»C  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY 

ORAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER.  AVERAW    MAPy  '^  Tr.  -'^-^  TOTAL  MAfHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

•E        {35^2  ll^l^^-  ^'^-^^  OIFPER.  AVERAt    MARY.  olFrCR. 


3  92.1 

5  95,9 

3  92,8 

5  92,5 


3  102,6^^ 
5  ip5,9 


2.68 


3,0^ 


3«25 
5.32 


3.09 

*»,91 


3«05 


3,69 
5,56 


»«25 


-•01 
♦  •01 


-•2i| 


6E 


2,88 


3.25 
^•68 


3.38 
5*111 


3^12 
5.03 


3^11 
^•60 


3^79 
5,71 


•  2i| 

•  39 


♦  •in 

♦  •08 


-.01 
-<30 


aHEAT  MILLS 

3     ln5  1 

**■       All*',  A 

J>  107,2 

3^80 
5^71 

3,83 
,  5^59 

-•03 
♦  •12 

3,97 
5,89 

3,95 
5,73 

♦  ,02 
♦•16 

GHEENVIEW  KNOLLS 

''3    103  5 
5  103,*8 

3^  53 
5^70 

3,7«» 
5,36 

'  -^21 
♦  •34 

3,85 
5,66 

3,ti5 
5,50 

♦•00 
♦  •16 

HOLLYWOOD 

3  101,7 
5  101,8 

^•112 
5^55 

3^61 
5,17 

-,19 
♦  ,38 

3,28 
5,48 

3,71 
5, 31 

-,*3 
♦  ,17 

LtXINGj|^  PARK 

3  101,2 
5  100,0 

^•61 
5,55 

3,61 
5,11 

♦  ,00 

♦  ,44 

3,62 
5,69 

3*70 
5,25 

-,0A 
♦  ,44 

MfcCHANlCSVlLLE. 

3  93,2 
!>  ^8,2 

2^92 
<»^55 

3^09, 
4^88 

-,17 
-•33 

2,86 
4,87 

3,16 
5,02 

-,29 
-,15 

OAKVILLE 

3  96,5 
5  93,7 

2il89 
<»t90 

3^31 

-,42 
♦  ,27 

3,02 
5«11 

3,38 
4,76 

-,36 
♦.•  35 

PAKKHALL 

3  95,6 
5      911, n 

2^89 

3.29 
4,7* 

-.40 
♦  •20 

2,98 

4,8!i» 

3,35 
4.86 

-,37 
-,01 

PIfiEY  POINT  . 

3  96,0 
5  101^9 

3^13 
^•11 

3^32 
5^26 

-,19 
-,15 

3,22 
5,53 

3,37 
S.38 

-,15 
♦  •15 

.  RIliGC 

3  92,3 
5  95, H» 

2^92 
0.48 

3^09 
^•7B 

-',17 
-,30 

3,00 
4,81 

3,13 
4,91 

-•13 
-•10 

TOWN  CPECK 

3  106,3 
b  105,6 

<».17 
5^91 

3^90 
5,48 

♦  ,27 

♦  ,43 

4,29 
5,84 

4,02 
5.62 

♦  ,27 
♦•22 

WHITE  MARSH 

3  97,6 
5  9«»,3 

3^05 
'••<»3 

3,35 

-,30 
-,21 

3,19 
4,46 

3,42 
4^76 

-,23 
-,30 

ESPEHAN2A 

7  107,0 

7^09 

-,33 

7^27, 

7,44 

-,17 

•EOHftt  n  CaRVEii 

7  98,9 

6*11 

*lb.57 

-•46 

6^56 

6,65 

-,09 

LEONARDTOWN 

3  99,9 
5  106,5 
7  101^1 

3,5f 
6^81 

3^54 
^•55 
6^83 

-,02 
-,07 
-,0p 

3,62 
5,78 
6,89 

3,61 
S,6A 
6,89 

♦  •01  . 

♦  ,10 

♦  •00 

MARCAHCT  BHENT  jR 

7  95,5 

5^89 

"6.26  ^^.3-^37 

6,24 

6,37^ 

-•13 

3«15 
5^03 


3^85 
4^87 


3^73 
5^37 


V26f 
^^94 


LAND 
NORM 


3«50 
5^13 


3^50 
4^81 


4^14 
5^79 


4^29 
5^61 


3«75  ,  11,19 
S^66  5,58 


3^74 
5,49 


3^q4 
5^47 


3^35 
5^25 


3^^1 
5^19 


3^70 
4^A5 


3^33 
5^62 


3^^6 
4^70 


4^96 
5.79 


3*04 
$.05 

7.14 

•  / 
6.44 


3^07 
6.11 
A. 04 


4.06 
5.46 


4.05 
5^32 


3^53 
5^22 


3^74 
4^91 


3.72 
4^95 


3^73 
5^49 


3^51 
5^02 


4,36 
S,70 


3,79 
4,96 


7,36 
6,68 


-•35 
-.10 


.  ♦•35 
♦  •06 


-•41 
-•42 


-•03 
♦  •13 


-•44 
♦  •OA 


-•32 
♦  •03 


-.11 
♦  .15 


-.18 
♦  .03 


-•43 
♦  •28 


-•02 
-•10 


-•40 
♦  •13 


3^97 
5.79 
6^91 


^•99  6^48 
.USCD  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (•^ 


♦  •05 
-•32 


♦  •20 

♦  •09, 


♦  •15 

♦  •09 


-•22 
-•24 


♦  •00 

♦  •32 

♦  •03 


-•49 


2.9i 
5.0ft 


3.51 
4^74 


3*67 
5,84 


3.73 
^•21 


3,50 
^•78. 


3^45 
5^77 


3,65 
5,55 


3,21 
5,22 


3,17 
5,34 


3,27 
5,19 


3,31 
5,4^ 


3,17 
5,14 


4,04' 
5,81 


3,59 
4,86 


7,49 

6,92» 


3,63 
5,94 
7,09 


6,41 


LAND 
NORM 


3,21 
5,19 


3,22 
4.8ft 


3,75 
5,83 


3,87 
5,86 


3,79 
5.63 


3,69 
ti,So 


3,67 
5,38 


3,25 
5,26 


3,43 
4,97 


3,39 
5,01 


3,42 
5,54 


3,22 
5,08 


3,93 
5,75 


3,48 
5,01 


7,59 
6,81 


3,61 
7,07 


6,65 


-,2B 
-,13 


♦.«9 

-.12 


-,08 
♦  •01 


-•I'r 

♦.35 


-,29 
♦  ,1S 


♦  .27 


-^•02 
♦  .17 


-•04 
-.04 


-•t6 
♦  •37 


-•12 
♦  •18 


-•11 
-.05 


-,05 
♦  •06 


♦.11 
♦  •06 


♦  .11 
-•15 


-•10 
♦.11 

♦  •02' 
♦,11 

♦  ,02 

-,24 
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(CHOPTICON  SR  -  GREAT  MILLS  SR)  > 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL' LEVEL--COMMyN I T.Y  AND  PUBLIC  .SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*  ■       '  " 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

13) 


PCRCCNT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

i4) 


TOTAL  NO. 


TEACHER  >DHIN. 


AVERAGE -YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  v 


teacher[adhin. 


PERCENT 
STAFF 

HASTER*S 
4)EGREE 

OR  AlOVE 
J9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CH^LD/tEN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(Id) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
111) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
<l) 
(12) 


CHOPIICON  SR  HIGH 
GREAT  MILLS  SR  HICh' 


9-12'  1461  21. •  S9.4 
9-12         1507       21.2  90.t 


*3-0  4.0  27.9  1^,9  22.4 
47.0       4,(5      "  9.1      11.7    "  23,9 


24.i         11.4  §155.0 
12.3  §355.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  POR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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ICHOPTICON  SR  -  GREAT .MILLS  SR) 


St  mnys  COUNTY 
scHoot^^ysrEM 


TABLE  4.     RELATIOW  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  ^ORHS  t  -BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL / ABILITY  STATISTICALLY  , 
'  .    •  \  X0NTR0LLED4:  *  .       ,  . 

■  .  ■ »  '     •  '  *. 

SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


Rf  A0IN6  CO'mPREHENSIQN 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEM/^TIjCAL  TOTJ^L 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      OlFFFR-  AVERAGF.  MARY 

'  LAND-.*    EhCE  LANO      ,  ENCE 

S*S  6E  •*  .  NORM  GE  NORM 


DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DtFFER- 
-  .\        LAND        ENCE  LAND  E.NCE 

6E        NORM  GE  NORM 


CHOPTICON  SR  HIGH 


96,2  7.43 


7.93 


.SO 


7.73 


7.75 


.02  7»#»7 


GREAT  MiLLb  SR  HIGH    9    i00,7        8.19         8.«*»»        -.25        5.26         8.28      '-.02  7.A5 


7.9'*  -.27  «.09 
6.3«       ^53  «.?0' 


t    SEE  CHAPTER  4 1»  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USES  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK^*) 
ACCOMPANYING  "PI FFWNpE"  SCORES.  . 


B.Oa  +.01 
fl.57  -.37 


4*39 


;  ;  kHOPT ICON  SR  -  GjikEAT  MILLS  SR) 

^  TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO-  MARYLAND  NORMS ,  BY  SKILL 
.*  -  -     *  •  AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 

STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 

«    Sr  MARYS  toUNTY  ,  -  '  ■ 

SCHOOL  SYSTEM  _  .  '  . 

^  


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAtSE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


scHoouNAMe      ...0..^^^,.,..  ^    0:^..  ^    o..«..vi.«.  Hj^.    err.,..  „,,Y.  o..«.. 

.    *  SAS     •        6E        NORM  qz        NORM  qE 


CHOPTICON  SR  HIGH  9  96,2  7,i»3  7.85 
GREAT  MILLS  SR  HIGH    9    xOO.7        8.19  «.30 


NORM 


7,73 

-.11        8.26         8.15        +.11        7.85  8.18 


7.67        +.06        7.67    '  7.81 


GE 


•1^  8.09 


*    AlcoSMSJf!5G%?^^^i?KcE.-';?OR°S.'''"''"'°'''  '"=,7""^  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (.) 


.33 


8^20 


NORM 

7.97  +.12 
8»*0  -,20 

/  * 
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'    LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFOBMATION 


4.19  SOMERSET  COUNTY  ; 

^  ■    '*SctiooI  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A.  Somerset  County  School  System  Goals:     Based  upon  the 

State-wide  Goals  in  Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics,  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Somerset  County  has 
developed  the  following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  student  upon  completion  o:^  his  elemen- 
tary-secondary reading  program  should  be  able  to: 

l.A., Identify  his  own  purposes  for  using  print  and  non- 
print  materials. 

1.  ^.  Select  from  a  wide  variety  of  avaj^lable  print  v^nd 

nonprint  materials  which  are  suitably  both  in  level 
of  difficulty  and  in  content. 
•  ■  •  • 

2.  A.   Identify  and  apply  a  system. he  can  use  for  reco^-  , 

nizing    words  and  determining  their  appropriate 
meaning.     Such  a  system  includes  skills  of  pp.cture, 
context,  structural,  phonic,,  and  authority  (i.e., 
glossary,  dictionary,  peer^)  clues. 


mc 
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2.  B.  Pronounce  340rds  and  understand  their  appropriate* 

meanings  according  to  his  ability. 

3.  A.  Determine  the  intent  of  the  communication  by  iden- 

tifying the  patterrn  of  thought  (e.g.,  style,  .time, 
mood,  cause-ef feet,  sequence)  used. by  the  author 
when  using  materials  on  his  own  level. 

3.  B.  Ask  a  variety  of  questions  which  causes  him  to 

think  literally   (i.e.,   reading  the  lijies)  : 
^    critically  (i.e.,  reading  between  the  lines) ;  and 
creatively  (i.e.,  reading,  beyond  the  lines)  about 
materials  on  his  level  and  within  his  own  experi- 
ences, and  to  find  suitable  answers  to  those 
questions .  *  / 

4.  A.  Follow  directions  commensurate  with  his  ability. 

4.B.  Locate  references  commensurate  with  his  ability  and 
needs. 

4.C.  Gain  information  necessary  for  him  to  function  in 
society. 

4.D.  Understand  and  correctly  complete  forms  necessary 
for  his  everyday  living.  ~  . 

4.  E.  Experience  personal  development. 

5.  Have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading  indicated 
by  an-  interest  in  reading  and  a  desire  to  read. 

♦  ^ 

tarv-.^^r^oniL^^""^^^? '  ^^"^^  Student  upot  completion  of -his  elemen- 
tary-secondary  waiting  program  should  be  able  to:  ' 

.  l.A.  Record  his  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his  persohal  ' 
use,. observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels 
of  usage;   and  conventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanics 
according  to  his  ability. 

1.  B.  Communicate  his  thoughts  and  feelings  to  others, 

observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of 
usage,  and  conventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanics 
according  to  his  ability. 

2.  A.  Communicate  in  writing  in  a  social  situation, 

observi^ig  accepted  conventions  according  to'  his 
needs  and  ability. 

2, B.  Communicate  in  writing  in  a. business  or  vocational 
*situa"tion,   observing  the '  accepted  conventions  of 
writing.. 

442     ■    :  . 
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2,  C*  Write  in  a  scholastic  situation  observing  accepted 

conventions  of  writing ^according  to  his  needs  and 
ability.       y  ~ 

3.  A.  Recognize  the  necessity  of  writing  for  a  variety  of«^  . 

personal  and  social  needs.  ' 

3.B.  Write  to  fulfill  personal  and  social  needs.  - 

3.C.  Have  a  positive  attitude  toward  writing  indicated 
by  an  interest  in  writing  and  a  desire  to  write. 

3.D.  Obtain  personal  satisfaction  in  his  creative  efforts 
in  writing. 

• .  ) 

In  Mathematics  y  each  Somerset  County  student according 
to  his  needs  and  abilities  upon  completion  of  the  required*  mathe- 
matics courses,  should  be  able  to: 

l.A.  Recall  mathematical  facts. 

l.B.  Recognize  mathematical  symBols* 

I.e.  Recognize  and/or  recall  terms  and  definitions.  « 

1.  D.  Identify  and  name  geometric  figures.  ^ 

2.  A.  Perform  basic  operations. 

2.B.  Solve  simple  equations  and  inequalities. 

2.C.  Demonstrate  the  ability  to  use  graphs,  charts, 
tables  and  measuring  instruments.  ^ 

2.  D.  Solve  open  sentences  and  mentally  perform  arith- 

metic operations. 

3.  A.  Understand  the  concept  .of  number. 

3.B.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  concepts  - 

associated  with  place,  value,  number  systems,  sets, 
whole  numbers,   fractions,  decimals,  percent  ratio, 
proportion  and  measurement. 

3.C.  Demonstrate  an  understanding  of  the  process  arid 

properties  of  addition,  subtraction,  multiplication 
and  division. 

3.D.  Understand  the  basic  concepts  of  geometry. 
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3.  E..  Demonstrate  the /ability  to  make  the.  following  type 

of  translations^  -  '         ,  ^  ^'^ 

^  verbal  to/mathematical  ' 

.  mathematical  to  verbal 

mathematical  to  lUathdlnatical  - 
mathematical  to  physical 
physical  to  mathematical 
verbal  to  verbal 

4.  A.  Analyze  and  select'the  processes  necessary  to 

,  determine  the  solution  of  a  problem, 

4.B.  Use  a  logical  sequence  in  the  solution' of  problems 
needed  in  his  everyday  living. 

4.  C.  Estimate  a  reasonable  answer  fof  a  problem.  • 

5.  A.  Transfer  and  utilize  mathematical  reasoning  and 

knowledge  to  the  solution  of  mathematical  problems 
and  life  situations. 

5.B.  Recognize  a  problem,  state  the  problem; , formulate 
hypothesis,  and  ascertain  if  the  problem  has  a 
unique  solution. 

I^C.  Transfer  and  use  knowledge  in  new  situation3. 

5.D.  Plan  for  the     future  us:^g  mathematical  reasoning 
to  make  decisions.  ^ 

5.  E.  Use  mathematical  processes  functionally  in  original 

and  recreational  situations. 

*6.A.  Realize  contributions  of  mathematics  to 
civilization. 

■  ■"/«-■  * 

6.  B.  Recognize  the  contributions  that  mathematics  makes 

to  society.  ' 

6.G.  Demonstrate  an  appreciation  of  mathematics  by  parti 
cipa-ting  in  the  study  of  mathematics  beyond  that 
which  is  required.  / 

.  6.li;  Have  a  positive  attitude,  toward  mathematics  indi- 
';    cated  by  an  interest  in  increasing  his  proficiency  - 
in  mathematics.  ' 
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B*  Comments  gn  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program 

/Results:    This  County  is  basically  pleased  with  the  procedures 

for  accountability  with  certain  refinements.    We  understand  that 

the  results  are  limited  to  reading  ^  writing  and  arithmietic  skills r 
.and. we  recognize  the^t  there  is  more  to  education  of  a  youngster 

than, the  "three  Rs,"  no  rfSttter' how  .important  they  as  skills  may  be. 

We  have  reviewed  our  results,  and  as  is  true  with  any 
procedure,  we  could  react  with  pride,  we  could  defend,  or  we  could 
attempt  to  justify.    We  wish  to  do  none  of  these,  but  if  we  had 
to,  we  would  lean  toward  pride. 

C.  Concerns:     There  are  several  concerns  that  ha^e  been 
either  identified  or  re-intensified  as  a  result  df  out  review  of 
the  test  results:  ^ 

•  Why  was  there  a  relative  decrease  in  grade 
achievement  as  the  age  of  the  students  increased? 

•  Our  test  results  were  all  positive  when  equated  tO'  - 
IQ  and  socioeconomic  factors,  with  the  exception  of 
four  schools  all  of  which  have  enrollments  less  than 

^  one  hundred  students.     Did  the  size  of  the  test 

sample  adversely  affect «our  scores  or  are  these 
schools  not  providing  educational  opportunities 
equal  to  larger  schools?  *  i 

•  We  are  concerned  with  the  nximber  of  students  who 
scoreci  below  national  norms  for  grade  level  but 
are  encouraged  by  the  scores  as  corrected  for 

IQ  and  socioeconomic  factors. 

•  •        We  are  concerned  that  we  do  not  overreact  and 

place  a  disproportion  of  our  efforts  toward  skills. 
We  must  insure  that  skills  are  taught  but  we  must 
also  insure  that  effort  is  directed  to  th«  total 
scheme  of  a  broad  educational  |)attern. 

^''^  •  *  •        We  are  concerned  with  our  limited  financial  resources 
and  the  extent  to  which  these  low  per-pupilr-eicpen- 
ditures  may  have  adversely  affected  our  results. 
Everything  ei^se  being  equal,  would  higher  per-pupil- 
expenditures  have  improved  our  results? 

•  We  are  concerned  that,  as  indicated  by  data 
presented,  75%  of  our  population,  25  years  and  older, 
have  not  completed  secondary  school.    What  ^influence 

%  does  this  have  on  our  students'  motivation? 

D.  Accomplishments:  It  seems  only  proper  and  just  to  iden- 
tify wljiat  we  feel  are  several  accomplishments  or  factors  that  lead 
to  the  success  of  our  test  results. 

'       •  .    .    4-437  •  •  V 


*       1.      We  are -pleased  that  our- test  results  as  equated 
to  spcioeconomic  factors.  Table  5,  and  Table  4 
whxch  IS  statistically  controlled  for  nonverbal 
ability  present  Somerset „ County  in  a  most  favorable 
pos  iu  Xon •         g  ■ 

2.  We  are  pleased  with  the  dedication  of  the  total 

«  staff  of  the  Board  of  EOucation.     Faculties  are' 

concerned  with  the  welfare  and  achievement  of 
■students  in  proportion  to  ability. 

3.  We  are  pleased  with,  the  number  of  Federal  and 
State'  programs  that  have  offered  broader 
experiences  to  students  and  have  encouraged 
greater  individualization;    This  effort  should  be 
continued  and  further  expanded  into  the  secondary 
level. 

Future:     There  are  several  factors  which  we  must  con- 
follSw-        the -presented  results  and  from  the  procedures  to* 


We  must  make  the  public  aware  of  both  strengths 
.   and  weaknesses,  as  identified  by  the  accountability 
process.     Hopefully,  the  public  will  support  that 
which  they  understand. 

We  shall  continue  to' stress  the  fundamentals  of 
education  but  not  to  pemit  a  diminution  of  other 
goals  of  education  as  identified  by  the  State, 
county  and  school  goals. 

We  shall  continue  to  look  critically  at  future 
test  results  i;o  determine  how.  we  can  continue  to 
improve  and  to  evaluate  where  we  have  been  success- 
ful, so  this  ihay  be  shared  as  to  programs,  pro- 
cedures and  techniques. 

We  shall  review  the  concerns  as  printed  to  assist 
this  county  in  its  educational  direction. 

As  children  experience  greater  success  in  the  basic 
skill  areas,  it  should  lead  to  a  broadening  of 
their  educational  horizons.    This  then  should  cause 
a  decrease  of "the  low  socioeconomic  posture  of 
our  current  adult  population  as  it  matures. 
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#  As  we  continue  our  efforts  in  the  improvement 

of  basic  skills,  we  must  continue  to  make^instruc 
tion  meaningful  and  relevant  to  the  learner. 

•  ;     Student  test  results  have  been  shared  with 

schools,  teachers,  and  parents,  t;o  assist  in  the 
continued  process  of  individual  need  assessment 
and  learning. 

^        As  the  evaluation  process  develop^  as  mandated,, 
we  plan  to  continue  our  assessment  of*  our 
educational  goals  and  objectives. 

.    , .Realizing  the  potential  as  identified  in/ our  Community 
and  Public  School  Resources  Profile,  we  are  pleased  and  proud 
o^  our  achievements.     However,  we  do  not  intend  to  become  com-  • 
placent,  and  we  do  desire  the  best  available  for  our  students. 
This  county  alone  can't  do  the  job.     A  county  with  a  limited 
assessable  base  of  loblolly  pines  and  marsh  land  is  handic^&pped . 
We  seek  additional  assistance.    All  students  regardless  of  the 
incident  of  birth  in  the  State  of  Maryland  deserve  an  equal 
opportunity  for  learning  and  equal  facilities  and  equipment  to 
learn . 
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SOMERSET  COUNTY  ' 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFI 


*•     COHHUNITV  CHAKACTgmsT]r; 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION  • 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
"  INCOME 

(3) 

PERCEfjT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE.  CHILDREN 

,  18 f 924 

S5,890 

45.6 

(4) 

. EDUCATrpNAL  LEVEL 
HALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL  ^ 
FEMALES '25  itim^^*^* 
OF  AG&  OR  . OLDER  i 
(MEDIAN  tCHfibV YEARS) 

9iO 

9.6  . 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTIC^    (AS  OF  SEPTEMlERt  1973) 


(11) 

(It) 

(13) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  nO^GREES 
OR  AlOVE 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

11.7 

20.2 

94.0 

C*     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS  (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR)  ' 


.(Ifl) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20)  ^ 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PBRSONNEL 
SERVICES 

2.7 

S6.19 

0.0 

(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENRjSLLHENr 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(0)      ^  ' 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

4,421 

Sa,777  ' 

(12,056 

,  21.0 

(14) 

TOTAL  ^ 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15)  « 

*i  ■ 

PER  PUPIL  ^ 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
•  INSTRUCTION 

(17)  * 
PER  PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFlCfi) 
COSTS 

SS10.52 

i5ai.06 

71.2 

^  $22*34 

•S6E  APPENDIX  A  POR  DEFINITION  0>  TERMS  AND/boURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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SOMERSET  COUNTY  ■     '  . 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLL?,)* 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED^c. 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

SCORE 
(SAS)+  > 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 

EQUIVALENCc 
1GE)++ 

( 8 ) 

DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(1) 

3 

350 

98.00 

9 

92.7  _ 

15.65 

3.17 

1.03 

V 

5 

f59 

loa.oo 

9 

91.6 

16.00 

*  4.61 

1.42 

VOCABUL*RY 
\ 

7 

419 

94.51 

5 

90.2 

16.  2 1 

6.18 

*  ^•79 

^ 
9 

367 

81.47 

•  3 

93.4 

14.28 

T^2 

1.98 

(2) 

3 

350 

9B.00 

9 

92.7 

15.6^ 

« 

3.33 

1.12 

□  c  Art  1  fiid 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 

5 

359 

100 . 00 

9 

91^6 

16.00 

4.98 

1.35. 

7 

419 

94.51 

.  5 

90.2 

I 

16.26        1  6*31 

1.61 

9 

367 

'  B1.47 

3 

9?r4 

5.4.28        1  7.78 

1.72 

(3) 

SPELLING 

3 

350 

98.00 

9 

92.7 

15.65        i  3.89 

 i  

1.37 

5 

359 

100 . 00 

9 

91.6 

16.00 

5.^^65 

1.67  1 

7 

419 

94.51 

5 

90.2 

16.28 

'  6.71 

2.09 

It 

9 

367 

81,47 

3 

93.4 

14.26 

8.24 

2.23 

1  (4) 

1  UATION 

3 

350 

.98.00 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

3.60 

1.31 

9 

359 

100.00 

9 

91.6 

X6.00 

4.88 

1.51  . 

7 

419  ' 

94.51 

5 

90.2 

16.28 

6.48 

2.02 

9 

W7 

81.47 

3 

93.4 

14.28 

6.33 

2.10 

Ipunctuation  ' 

3 

350 

98.00  * 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

3.79 

1.35 

5 

359 

100.00 

9 

91.6 

16.00 

5.17 

1.50 

7 

419 

94«5l 

5 

90.2 

16  .28 

5.97 

1.84 

:  .3 

9 

367 

61.47 

3 

93.4 

14.28 

7.88 

f-  2.13 

I  AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  ' 

InuHBER  students  tested  spring.  197«  divided  by  number  enrolled  9/30/73,  EXPRFS5ED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  'EACH  SKILL  AREA.  > 
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SOMERSET  COUNTY 

• 

TABLE  2,     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (/^VERAGE  -STANDARD  AGE  SCORE)  , 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE),  . 
BY  SKILL  AREAS       '  , 

•     ■   '  (CONTINUED) 


SKILL  . 

(1) 
GRABS 

(2) 

NUMBER  Of 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  ** 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
tSAS)  f 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

a) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
lG6)  ft 

(0) 

$fANDAftD. 
DEVIATION 
(SD)  ^ 

(6) 

3 

350 

98»00 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

3.47 

1.25  ^' 

LANGUAGE 
USAG'£ 

5 

359 

100.00 

9 

91.6 

16.00 

4.94 

1.'49 

7 

419 

94.51 

5 

90.2 

16.28 

6.^8 

1.89 

9 

367 

81.47 

3 

93.4 

14.28 

7.79 

1.99 

3 

350 

98.00 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

3.69 

«1.13 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

359 

ioo.oo 

9  t 

91.6 

'16.00 

m  5*3.6 

1.32 

7 

419 

94.51 

5 

 :^  

90.2 

16.28 

6.34 

1.70 

»9 

3$7 

81.47 

3 

93.4 

14.28 

.8.06 

^  1.80 

3 

350 

98i00 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

r3.21 

•  92 

MATHEMATICAL 

CONCEPTS 

5 

359 

100.00 

i9 

91.6 

16.00 

4.98 

1.15 

V 

7 

419 

A  94,51 

5 

90.2 

16.28 

6.49 

1. 39 

9 

367 

81.47 

3 

93.4 

f4.28 

7.76 

1.66 

3 

350  ; 

98.00 

 1 

9 

92.7 

15.65  . 

3.34 

1.06 

MATHgMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

-  ^  -- 

^59 

100.00 

91.6  T 

Ibi^jQ  . 

4.97 

1.25 

7 

419 

94.91 

5 

%6.20 

6.41 

'  1.50 

>  9 

367 

81.47 

3 

93.4 

14.28  f 

7.85 

1.75 

(10) 

3 

3*50 

98.00 

9 

92.7 

15.65 

3.28 

<94 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOJAL 

5 

100.00 

9 

91.6 

16.00 

4.98 

1.11  • 

7  , 

,  419 

94.51 

S 

90.2 

16.28 

6.45 

1.32 

9 

367 

3 

.  93.4 

14.20 

7.80 

1.56 

*  AS  OF  9/30/73 »  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASS-fiS. 

**  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSEDAS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  <SAS)  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILltlfcS  TEST,  NONVERBAL-  BATTERY,  FORM  1,  3,971  EDITION, 
THE  MEANS  fOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  ANr  9. ARB  lOOi  NATIONAL  5D  •  16.  , 

ft  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE  <GE)  DERIVED  FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,  FORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MEANS  IN  THE 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  APf^ROXltlATELY  3.7,  5.7,  7.7,.  AND  0.4»  VARYINO  SLinMTLY 
FOR  BACH  SKILL  AREA. 
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(CRISFIEID  1  -  SOMERSET  JR) 
TABLE  3. 


SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC*  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROtL- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHfLDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFFr 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

r cn^cn 1 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAHE 

ZATION 
(1) 

HENT 
(2) 

RATIO 

(3) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

Iadhin. 

1 

DEGREE 
OR  AlOVe 

(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(ml 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

INCOME 
it) 
112) 

CRISFIEU)  1 

KrS 

29*  6 

95.8 

 i 

13.0 

1.0 

11*1 

17.0 

7.1 

28.5 

9. 2 

5663.0 

CRISFIEU)  3 

232 

23.2 

98.0 

9.0 

1*0 

16. 3( 

22.5 

3.0.0 

31.3 

9.3 

5663.0  ^ 

GREENHOODo 

*  4-6 

309 

20.6 

96.6 

1^.0  * 

1.0 

9.5 

19.0 

20.0 

19.9 

10.6 

7835.0 

HT  VERNON  1 

1-3 

M 

23.5 

?6.9 

1.0 

1.0. 

1.0 

20.5 

o.u 

11.8 

9.1 

7063.0 

HT  VERNON  2 

K,4-6 

65 

26.0 

97.3 

1.5 

1.0 

10.7 

15.9 

0.0 

12.8 

9.1 

7063.0  . 

PRINCESS  ANNE 

K-3 

371 

26.5 

95.9 

13.0 

1.0 

12. 1 

30 . 0 

7.1 

22.0 

10.6 

7835.0 

TYLERTON 

K-6 

26 

26.0 

96.8 

1.0 

0.0 

9.0 

0.0. 

0.0 

49^2 

7.T 

» 

3919.0 

HESTOVER  CONSOLID 

K-6 

340 

22.7 

95.8 

13.0 

2.0 

9.0 

33.0 

jb3. 3 

31.8 

10.1 

7085.0 

CARTER  G  VOODSON    ^  * 

6-8 

359 

21.1 

.  92.8 

15.0 

2.0 

9.6 

18.5 

11.8 

29.8 

9.3  ' 
9.3 

5660«>3 

DEAL  ISLAND 

•   ■     *  • 

K-9 

290 
t 

24.2 

J95.3 

10.0  ' 

2.0 

12.7 

25.0 

8.3 

73»5 

3386.0  I* 

EHELL  ' 

K-i. 

83 

27.7 

94.8 

3.0 

0.0 

10.0 

0.0 

0.0 

42. a 

7.8 

4170.0 

MARION 

CRISFIELD  Sn  JR. 

Somerset  jr. 


K-8  326  22.5 


95.3        12.5  2«0 


12.6      14.3      13.8  31.9  8.6  4913.0 


9-12  485        15.9        90.3        28.4  2.0 

"2        18.5        9i.4        31.0    .  2.0 


11.2  15.1  14.5 
i*7      23.0  12.1 


29.4  9.0  5387.0 

22.5  10.3  7566.0 


SEE  APPENpiX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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sohEwsct  county 

SCHOOL  &YSieM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
^  AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AKCaS 


VOCABlH.ARy 


REAUINO  COMPHEHENSION 


lanwage  total 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


i 


aRAOE  .VtRACE  AVJRaOC    M.RY-      OIFFrp.  AVERAGE    MJRT.      OIFFER.  AVERAtE  HAJJV 


OIFFFR-  AVERAtE  t4ARY 


SAS 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


CE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


HE 


LAND. 
NORH 


EMCE 


LAND 
NORM 


OTFFCH- 

ENCC 


CKISFIFLD  X 
f 

CRISFIFLO  i 

GR^ENnoOU 
MT  V^i^NON  I 
Ml  VCiU«OM  ^ 
PHINCLS!*  A'iUE 

tyle«ion 

riEslbvFR  CutlSkOLlO 

CARtttt  G  w^JOObON 
DCAL  I«iLAUJ 

Ei^LLL 
HAHlOn 

CKlSFirtO  SH  Jh 
iOMEKSFT 


J  BA.S 
5      92.  i» 


3  95,7 
5  101.2 


92.6 
9«».0'' 
92.5 
96,2 


07,3 
90.3 


90.0 
d5,0 


9i»,9 


93,7 
94,0 
07,9 
91,9 

92,0 
93,0 
05,5 


a7,5 
03,6 
91,0 


3,19 
4.64 


3.59 
5.37 


4.99 
3.37, 
4.41 
2.05 


2.70 
3.67 


3i07 
4.23 


6. 


3.25 
4.90 
6.00 
0.02 

3.44 
5.11 
5.63 


3.2Q 
4.75 
^•i»9 


9  T.99 


00.1  5.Q4 
91.7  .^7.51 


2. AO 
4.51 

♦  .39 

4.13 

5.31 
5.02 

2,04 
4,6f! 

3.27 

♦ .  ir 

3.61 
5.67 

3L.31 
5.33 

4.53 

♦  .**6 

4,96 

4.b% 

3.16 

♦  .21 

3,24 

3.20 

a. 52. 

n 

5,07 

4.63 

^.30 

-.35 

3,34 

3.35 

2. 'J 
5.02 

-  05 
-1.35  • 

4,23 
4,40 

2.76 
5.10 

2.90 
3.06 

♦  ,35  .> 

3,10 
4,40 

2.94 
4.03 

6.26 

6,71 

0.35 

3.1'* 
4.65 
5.49 
7,4«^ 

♦  ,u 

4,33 

♦  .51 

♦  .5n 

3,23 
.4,05^ 
5,93 
0,00 

3.10 
4.79 
5.b5 
7.25 

3.00 
4.56 
5.?2 

♦  .36 

♦  .5«i 

♦  .•»! 

3,42 
4,90 
5,50 

3.12 
4.67 
5.42 

2.74 
3.76 
5.03 

4.*6 

♦  .90  • 

»  .6h 

3,29 
4,91 
6,41 

2.77 
3.91 
5.96 

7.9<» 

♦  •ns 

0,06 

7.76 

5.51 
7.*»1 

♦  .*^'^ 

♦  .10 

6,20 
7,57 

S.b7 
7.2? 

♦  .47 

♦  .40 


♦  .30 

♦  .34 


♦  .34 
,♦.04 

♦  .44 
-.01 


S.04 
4.70 


4.11 
5.79 


9.62 
n  .70 
-^.50 


♦1.47  •  2. AO 
-,70  •  9.20 


♦  .16 

♦  .49 


3.53 
H.Ql 


♦.36  6.62 


3.»<4 
9.07 


♦  .09 

♦  .10 
♦.20      •  5»99 
♦.01  •  7.09 


♦  .30 

♦  .31 

♦  .16 


3.'\3 
9.49 
6.44 


♦.52  3.62 
♦1.00  •  5.16 
♦,45        6. AO 


♦.30  0.?4 


♦  .93  #  6.21 
♦.39  7.06 


3.23 
4.04 


3.60 
5.51 


4.06 
3.50 
4.05 
3.71 


3.16 
5.29 


3.33 
11.20 


6.90 


♦  .61 
-.!»» 


♦  .43 

♦  .24 


♦  .4:^ 

♦  .04 


.36 
.00 


♦  .20 

♦  .63 


3.*6 
4.04 


3.03 
Q.99 


5.01 
3,20 
4.67 
3wW 


"2.*0 
H.20 


2.93 
4, AO 


♦.1?  6.79 


3.00 
4.90 


3.40 
S.59 


4,91 
3.30 
4^90 
5.*2 


2.94  ' 
5.33 


3.00 
4.39 

6.60 


♦  .46  • 

-.06 


♦  .•3 

♦  •O* 


♦  «10 
-.02 
-.23 
-•2» 


-.94  • 
-!.13  • 


-.19 
♦  .13 


♦  .11 


t  SEE  CHA^TEK  ^9  SECTION  ^.1. 
^    ACCOH^AllyrNC  "PIFFCaCNCE"  S 


3.56  • 
4.96 
9.00 
7.91 

♦  .2f« 

♦  .11 

♦  .11 

♦  .3«» 

3.«»*» 
9.22 
6.10 
7.7» 

3.24 

\9.01 
{6.02 
T7.42 

♦  .19 

♦  .21 

♦  .16 

♦  ,10 

3.90 
4,09 
5^67, 

♦  .0^ 

♦  .60 

♦  .77 

2.60 
•9.00 
6.73 

9.24 
4.94 

9,00 

-►96  • 

♦  .19 

♦  .93  • 

3.17 
4. 10  ^ 
6.16 

♦  .45 

♦  .90  • 

3.10 
9.07 
6.07 

2'.95 
4.24 
6.31 

♦  .23 

♦  .A3  • 

♦  .96 

7.95 

«.2Q 

0.27 

0.09 

♦  .Ul 

5.90 
7.49 

♦  .31 

♦  .47 

6.^3 
7.51 

6. 04  *■ 
7.9* 

♦  .19 
-.00 

tCOKES. 
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SOMERSET  Coili^tV 
SCHOOL  SYSIfeM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


VOCABULARY  •  - REAoJng  COMPREHENSIQf^.  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  ^ 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIFFEr-  AVERAGE  MARY 

LAND 

r^ORM 


SAS 

V  LAND 
NORM 

ENCE  . 

GE 

cKfsFiELo  i;:  , 

3 

5 

88.5 

92,4  , 

^1 75 
4,32 

•f  ,44 
.+.32 

3,31 
5,02 

CHlSF^irLD  J  r 

't  ■, 

3 

5 

o 

.  f . 
,101.^ 

3. 59 
5.37  , 

3.16 
4,90 

.  +.43 
+  .47 

3,61 
5,67 

GHEEUiwOOD  • 

5 

92,6 

''4  9Q 

4 , 50 

♦  .49 

4,98 

Mr  VErtNON  1 

3 

94,0 

<9  a  O  r 

3.07 

■f.30 

3,24 

MT  VE«MON  2 

'  ^. 

92,5 

4.41 

4,V 

•  ♦.04- 

5,07 

;>  f  iRincess  anne» 

3 

t 

96,2 

2.95 

'  3,26. 

-.31 

3,34 

-  rVLE;RTON 

> 

-  3 
5 

87»3 
98;  3 

2.70 
3.67 

2,611 
4.55 

+  .0*^ 
-.88  ♦ 

4.23 
4«40 

Wt-STOVER"  CONSOL  jo' 

3 

5 

90.0- 
85.0 

3.07 
4.23 

2.88 

♦  .19 
•+.?9 

< 

3,10 
4.48 

CAf^TEh  G  WOOOSON 

7 

94,9 

6.6^ 

6.21 

+  .46  - 

6.71 

pt4^  isLAi^ 

i-  ■  * 

3 
♦  5 
7 
9 

93,7 
.  94,0 
87,9 
91.9 

3.25 
4.98 
6.00 
8'.02 

3.03^ 

4.35 

5.40 

V*.12 

+  .22  - 

^+  .  63  "o 

+  •60 
+  .90  * 

3.23 
4.85 
5.93 
8.06 

:  EtoLLL 

S 
7 

92.8 
93,6 
85.5 

3.44 
5.11 
5.6i 

2.93 
4.22 
5,25 

+  .51 
+  .89  * 

+.3A 

3^42 
4.96 
5.58 

mahion  ' 

b 
7 

87  ,  5  - 

83,6 

91.0 

3.20 
4.75 
6.49 

2,67 
3.68 

5,ai 

+  .53 
+1.07  ♦ 
+  .6A 

3,29 
4.91 
6.41 

CMr5>FlEL0  SR  jp 

9 

96.3 

V.99 

7,64 

+  .35 

B.06 

SOMEHSET 

7 

9 

88,1 
91.7 

5.94 

7.5r  ^ 

S,^2 
7,36 

+  .42 
+  .15 

6.20 
7.57 

MATHEMATICAL  tOT«L 
Sirr^^*"  S^^^^*®^  DIFFJ-R-  AVERAGE    MARY-,  "DTFiE 


2.80 
4.49 

♦  •51 

♦  ,53 

-  \ 

3.84 
4 . 70 

4.79 

♦  •63 

'^.09 

r 

♦    3.46  . 
.4.84/ 

3 ,25 
5«a9 

+  X£ 

.♦.55 

4.11 
5.75 

'  3.64 
5.3d 

:  +^47 

3;  83 
'5,59 

4,63 

♦  .35 

5^29 

.4.«4 

+'.45 

5,01 

3.^14 

♦  .10 

3.^2 

.  3.53* 

+  .09 

3,2a 

4.51 

♦  .56 

4.78 

4.84 

1 

-.06 

f 

4,67 

3.33 

♦  .01 

3.  56  1 

<3«  r  U 

— .20 

3.13 

2.67 
4,76 

♦1.56  * 
-.36 

U 

2.80  ' 
5.20 

3.09 
5.16 

1.. 

-.29 
4^.04 

2,4o 
4,20 

2.9a 
4»i07 

♦  .18 
'  ^.41  , 

■  * 

3.53 
4. PI 

3.32 
.4.31 

♦.2J 
♦ .  60 

2,93 
4 , 48 

61^4^/- 

"  t.. 

.♦.3't 

6.62 

6.46 

+  .16 

6.  79 

3.13  ■  > 
4.5& 
5.61 
7.18 

♦  .^10 
;  +,29 
♦.32 

♦.as,* 

3.84 
5.'n7 
5.99 
7.A5 

3.53 
4.83 
5.78 
7.28 

+  .31 
+  .24 
♦  .61 
+  .57 

3.4  a 
5,?2 
6,1a 
7,72 

3.02 
4.42 
5.46 

+  .40 
♦.56 
♦  .12 

3.53 
5.49 
6..44 

3.43  •  * 
4.81 
,  5.73 

+  .10 
♦  .6ff  * 
+  .71 

?,6A 
5,09 
6.73 

2. .72 
3.B4 
5.9Q  . 

♦  .57  * 
+1.07  * 

♦  .43 

3.62 
?•  16 
6.60 

3.13 
4.18 
6.15 

+  .49 
+  .98  ♦ 

4,4^ 

3.1A 
5,07 
6,67 

7.7B 

♦  .30  ' 

n.24 

+  .45 

a. 27 

5,68 
7,22  • 

+  .52 

+  .35jr 

&.21 
7.96 

5.92 
7.46 

+  .29 
+  .50 

6.23 
7.51 

Rr 

NORM    .fli  ~^ 

2,98      ♦Ua  > 


4.83 


'  3,35 
5,4i 


4.89 
3,27 
4.8^ 
3,40 


2,89 
5,19 


3,08 
4.3  b 


6.^3 


•3;  23 
4.88, 
5,97 
7,50 

'3.1fl 
4,84 
5.97. 


2.92 
4.24 

6^42 


8.06 


6.04 
7.58 


+  .01 


♦  .48  i 

♦  .18 


♦  ,12 
+*01 
•^*21 
-,27 


W.49  * 
>^99  ♦ 


-.15 

♦♦to 


+  «06 


♦^25 

♦  .34 
+  *21 
*.22 

-.50  ♦ 

♦  .76  ♦ 


+  .26 
+  .83  ♦ 

♦  .45  ^ 


+  .21 


^♦.19 
-.07 


^    AC^'oS^!;N^fSG^'.^P^E"E^^  ^^^H^  an.  explanation  of  asterisk  .*) 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LE^^L— AC"C0T3NTABILITY  J^SSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4,.  21  T2ULB0T  COUNTY 

/        School  Systenr  Goals  and'  Obiectives 


A.  ^Goal  and  Objective  Activities.     In  order  to  implement  the 
Ac  covin  tab  i  11  ty  Law/  a  number  of  meetings  were  held  to  involve  pro- 
fessionals.    These  s,eSf«ions^  followed  rather  intensive  meetings^ 
conducted  by  the  State  Departitjent  of  Education^  to  give  direction  to, 
the  whole  process  and  to  the  whole  area  of  accountability.     Our  first 
workshop-  in  Talbot  County  involved  all  of  the  instructional  supervisors. 

'At  these  sessions^  pDunt^  Goals  in  Reading^  Writing^  and  Mathematics 
were  formulatedl^.  Each  County  Goal  was  developed  so  as  to  be  compatible 
with  and  consistent  witH  the  corresponding  State  Goals. 

One  of  the  State  Goals  in  Reading  is:     "Each  student  will  be 
able  ,to  use  a  word  recognition  system."     A  Talbot  County  Goal  compatible 
with  this  State  Goal  is:     "Each  student  will  demonstrate  that  a  word 
*  recognition  system  has  been  mastered."    A  School  Objective  related  to 
this  County  Goal  is;     ^"Each  student  will  recognize  that  letters  may 
vary  in  their  sounds  in  different  words."  '  "    ,  . 

B.  Talbot  County  Public  School  System  Goals.'    BaSed  upon  the 
State-wide  Goals  in  Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics,  adopted  by  the 
Maryland^ State  Board  of  Education,  Talbot  County  has  developed  the  ' 
following  local  system  goals: 

,\  '     >  "^'"^'^ 
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In  Readincr,  each  student  should  he  able  to:  "  " 

l.A.'  Identify  personal  purposes  foi^  using  print  and    "  • 
.     ,■  ■  nonprint  mate^rials.  "  -    .  •  . 

1.  B.     Select  from  a  wide  variety  of  available  print  and 
ndhprint  materials  which  are  suitable  both  in  level 
of  difficulty  and  in  content. 

2.  A.     Demonstrate  that  a  word  recognition ' system  has  been 
mastered. 

2.  B.     Pronounce  instantaneously"  and  simultaneously  words 
and  identify  their  appropriate  meanings". 

3.  A.     Demems^rate  the  ability  to  comprehend  reading  materiall 
^  ,^    'commen9vft:ate  with  the  ability  of.  the  -students. 

3.  B.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to-^sk  appropriate  questions 

.   .    and  to  find  reasonable  answers  .based  on  experience  ' 

and  knowledge  about  the  content  being  discussed  6r 
•  -  read.       '  = 

4.  A.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  follow  directions, 

4.B.     Demonstrate  the  ability  td  locate  references. 

4.C.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  obtain  information*  ' 

4..D.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  utilize  print  and  nonprint 
materials  for  personal  satisfaction." 

4.  e;     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  understand  .forms.  ' 

Demonstrate  an  interest  in  a  wide  variety  of  reading 
materials.  •  .  ■ 

5.  B.     Demonstrate  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading,  indi- 
cated by  an  interest  in  reading  and  desire.- to  read. 

^  * 

„  .    .  In  Writing-;  each  student  who  has.  completed  the  Talbot  County 

Writing  Program  should  be  able  to:  .  ' 

l.A.     Record  his  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his  own  use, 

observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,   levels  of  usage 
and  conventions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanic^. 

1.  B.     Communicate  his  thoughts  and  feelings  to  others, 
observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,  levels  of  usage! 
and  conven-tions  of  rhetoric  and  mechanics. 

2.  A.    Write  in  a  social  situation,  observing  accepted  con- 
ventions of  writing.  v    '  1^ 
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J  .15.    Write 'iri  a  business  or  vocational  situation,  observing 

'      ■'  '       '        the  accepted  conventions  of  writing.  .    ^     .  ^ 

,  2.C.    ^W^ite  in  a\fscholas tic  situation,  observiilg  accepted 
'  •  conventions  of  writing.  »  * 

I,  _  »  ^,     ■  .  '    '  i  ■• 

^  3-.A.'   De^&strate  the  necessity  of  writing  for  a  variety  of 
;  personal  and ^social  needs.     (Affective  Domain) 

3,B.    Write  to  fulfill  personal  and  social  needs. 

3;Ce     Give  evidences  of  satisfaction  from  writing. 

H-  y  *    .  f  -  ■ 

In  Mathematids ,  each  Talbot  Co\anty  strident,  cpitopensurate  with 
his  ability  and  upon  completion  of  the  required,  courses,  should: 

1.  A.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  coiont,  using  a  ifiumber 

system. 

1*B.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  analyze  a  number  system. 

a.,     Recall  mathematical  facts     *  ' 
^  b.     Idejitify  mathematical  symbqls      _  •>  * 

c.     Compare  sizes,  shapes,  numbers         •  ^ 

2.  A.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to_use  a  numerical  system  and 

make  math.ematical  .computati^ons.      ■    ■       '  \ 

a.  Perform  the  opirations  of  addition,  subtraction, 
multiplicatojon,  and  division 

b.  Mentally  perfom  arithmetic'  operations  ^ 

.  2.B.     Demonstrate  thf  ability  to  solve  sample  equations 
involving  one  tinkftown. 

3.  A.     Exhibit  skiia  in  making  and/or  interpreting  graphs  from 
raw  da-fea." 

3.B.     I<^ntify  and  describe  some  of  .the  common  geometric  shapes, 

3.C.   .Express  verbally  the  understanding  of  mathematical 
concepts  and  processes. 

Demonstrate  skill  and  knowledge  nece3*4ry  to  solve 
problems'.  ' 


4. A. 
4.B. 
5. 


Demonstrate  a  logical  sequence  in  the  solution  of  verbal 
problems .      .         .  - 

Demonstrate  the  existence  of  a  problepi,  state  it  formally, 
list  the  hypothesis  and  state  if  it  had  a  unique  solu- 
tion. 
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6.A.     Explain  the  contribution  that  mathematies  has  made 
to  the  progress  of  civilization. 

6.B.  E^ibit  a  general  understanding  of  se-ts  and  logic. 
6.C.     Demonstrate  the  ability  to  u^e .measurement  and 

p?obSmty!°''^  °^  ""^^  ■ 

total  lanlul.'eTSnViSSJtrcs^rbe^Sder^^'''"^  comprehension, 
^*        56^sco?e!        ^^""^  differences  out  of  a  total  of 

2.  The  number  of  plus  scores  greater  than.  3  months  is 

lr,^lt  number  of  scores  less  than  minus  3 

months  IS  five. 

3.  In  vocabulary,  ten  of  these  schools  are  within  the 

i;,^^  ''^''^^  °^  P^"^  °^  "^i^ys  3  .  months  grade 

equivalence  score. 


ieve 


4. 


In  reading  comprehension,  nine  schools  are  within  the 
statistical  range  of  plus  or  minus  3  months  grade 
equivalence  score.  , 

^*  language  score,  ten  schools  are  within  the 

I^,^^     ^""""^     ""^""^^  °^  P^"^  °^  "'i^^s  3  months  grade 
equivalence  score. 

^'  '"fthematics  s'^ore,  ten  sqhools  are  within  the 

■    !i  f^^'-''^^  ""^""^^  °f  Pl^s  or  minus  3  months  grade 
equivalence  score.  y^i-a^c 

m^nt  Of  our^elug^tlgn^ f^"^*^^""  •     The  appraisal  and  assess- 

adSx'tL'n:rempSL"rSuriSrSrpast's=S?'vL?"'lt^^  f 

als,  approximately  three  gunS?ed  ?eache?s     atofAlstL.^^  """^  profession- 

shop  was  to  review  and  write  School  objectives  in  the  SrIL  of 
Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics.     Thise  School  Ob jSc?ivls  wire 
!eie^'"m?Sdfe"fciS?'?'  T^^X  ^"'""y  levei?''^"eij;Slia" 

lt:ilLT.^lt  cotSbi?el^to^h^s^w???S  lllrrlitr.'-    ''''  °' 

^n.  schoof  Ob^e-cl?ie^°i^e2%:-^le^r  ?L^^;;Ue^^ 
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in  these  three ^areas  was  over  one  thousand.     Following  this  PrOcess, 
small  cpinmitLes  consisting  of  approximately  five  people  reviewed. 
Itltt  qrhool  Ob-iectives  by  school  levels  and.  edited  them.  After 
being  edS?el  thl'fichool  Objectives  were  then^arranged  in  sequence, 
in  ?he  form  of  a  hierarchy.    Jhe  purpose  of  this  5?;^^^^^^^ 
giyrorder  to  the  ,way  in  which  students  progress  through  the  Talbot  . 

County  schools.  . 

■      ^Further  emphasis  in  workshop  experiences  conduct^^^ 
teachers  during  the  summer  of  1974  was  given  to  this  whole  area  of 
Siding!  writing,  and  mathematics      At  ^his  workshop    teacher J 
reviewed  the  School  Objectives  and  formulated. diagnostic  tests 

'      This  type  l^f  programming  in  the  curriculum  ^^^^5^^°"^^ 
will  do  much  to  streS'^then  the  existing  ^If^J^^^i^*  ^^^^^^3  ii^^^e 

faiSf  Co^°un?y%o^:prre^?avTr- 
^li  w?S  stSdSnts  ?S^Oughout  the  State.     This  endeavor  to  arrange 
Sese  skills  in  a  sequential  manner  will  help  to  ^finf°^f ^^"f  3^^001 
Strengthen  our,  existing^curriculu^^^^^^^ 

SSrS?rS;S?y?Sb?rao'LrLr^^^^  for  all  students 
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TALBOT  COUNTY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURcis  PROFILE* 


COMMUNITY  CHARACTgR^qyir*: 


TOTAL 
POPUkATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILTREN 

23,682 

Sa,073 

'  ^  7^ 

29.6  f 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEAR$ 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

10.5 

11.2 

SCHOOL  CHARACTER  l^Tlry  („  oF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


.(6} 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
'  ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

(0) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

4f950 

$9,745 

S15,754 

0.5 

21. Q 

(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.  1)AILY 
ATTENDANCE 

17.1 

1^.6 

94.3* 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS  (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOBt  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT  '^"""'^ 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

 (17) 

PfR  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFPICE) 
COSTS 

$979.57 

$727.26 

74.3 

24.36 

(IQ) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

ri9) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO' 
PUp-IL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

^.5 

$9.33 

0.9 

•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA 


PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
\ 


TALBOT  COUNTY  ,     -  . 

^  TAtjrp  5       NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
.      TABLE  2.     ^ONVERBAL  ABiL^^^^^^^^^^ 

BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 


VOCABULARY 


(1) 


6RADE. 
3 


<2> 


READING 
COMPRE- 
Hef4SI0^4 


(3) 


SPELLING 


12) 


NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


353 


-3j5ai 


409 


446 


353 


381 


409 


446 


353 


301 


'capital-  ' 

I Z AT I ON 


PUNCTUATION 


409 


446 


353 


381 


409 


446 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


100.00 


160.00 


96.58 


82.74 


100.00 


353 


381 


100.00 


(4) 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


96.58 


82.74 


100.00 


100.00 


96.58 


82.74 


100.00 


100.00 


96.58 


82.74 


100*00 


100.00 


409 


f  9 


446 


96.58 


82.74 


2  ' 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDAf^D 
AGE 
SCORE  : 
(SAS)+ 


100.4 


100  «  4 


101 1 2 


102.5 


100.4 


100.4 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


16.54 


16.37 


15.16 


15.13 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)++ 


3.59 


5.19 


6.69 


8.50 


16.54 


16*^7 


3*66 


5.24 


101.2 


102.5 


15 . 16  I 


6.99 


15.13 


8.71 


100.4 


100.4 


101.2 


102.5 


100.4 


100.4 


101.2 


102.5 


100.4 


100.4 


16.54 


4.41 


16.37 


5.66 


15.16 


15.13 


16.54 


7.07 


8.64 


4.20 


16.37 


15.16 


15.13 


16.54 


16.37 


101.2 


102.5 


15.16 


15.13 


5.68 


6.96 


8.76 


4.21 


5.41 


6.76 


8.63 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


'>.10 


1.60 


1.78 


2«03 


1.19 


1.59 


^  1.71 


1.70 


1.33 


•  1.73 


1.76 


2.13 


1.25 


1.63 


1.89 


2.12 


1.40 


1.68 


1.94 


2.06 


AS  OF  9/30/73.  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NDNGRADED  CLASSES. 
*  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRIt^G.  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/T3,  EXPRFSSEP  AS  A  PERCENTAGF. 


FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA. 


4G0 
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T'ALBOT  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
,        .  '      BY  SKILL  AREAS 

(CONTINUED) 


'  SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

(2)  • 

NUMBER  OF 
5  TUDcNTS 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
, TESTED  *♦ 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  f 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  *+ 

rut 

DEVIATION 
>  ($D) 

(6) 

LANGUAGE 
-  USA4^ 

3 

353 

,  LOO .00 

5 

LOO.  4 

L6.54  ^ 

3.90 

L.36 

5 

3ftl 

100.00 

100.4 

L6.37 

5.34 

L.74 

7 

409 

96,5flr 

2 

L0L.2 

15.  L6 

(y,9Q 

2.02 

9 

446 

82.74 

2 

L02.5 

15,13 

8.39 

2.21 

(7)* 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

353 

100.00* 

5 

LOO.  4 

L6.54 

4.L8 

Ik  16 

5 

.381 

100.00 

5 

' L00,4 

L6.37 

5.52 

■  ■  t  

L,50 

7 

409 
* 

96.s(b 

2 

L0L.2 

L5,L6 

6.92 

L.73 

9 

446 

82.74 

2 

L02.5 

L5.L3 

1.61 

L.89 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

^      3  ^ 

353 

LOO. 00 

5 

•  LOO. 4 

L6.54 

3.77 

.94 

5 

^  301 

LOO. 00 

5  '^LOO.4 

L6,37 

5.30 

L.42 

7 

409 

96.58 

2                       L0L.2  1 

L5.L6 

7.03 

L.53 

446 

82.74 

2                       L02.5  j 

L5»L3 

8.34  0 

L;.84 

(9) 

MATHEMATICAL 
PHODLEMS 

3 

353 

LOO. 00 

5                       LOO. 4  1 

L6.54 

3.63 

L.04 

381 

LOO. 00 

 1  r  

5            !           L00.4      j  L6*37 

5.23 

L.36 

4C)9 

96.58 

2            1           L0L.2  1 

L5.L6 

6.76 

L.68 

9 

446 

82.74 

2 

{  L02.5 

i  

L5.L3 

8.68 

L.78 

(10) 

3 

353 

L0(^.00 

5 

LOO. 4 

— p  '■  

L6.S4 

3.70 

.94 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

381 

LOO. 00 

5 

LOO. 4 

L6.37 

5.27 

L.30 

7 

409  * 

96.50 

2 

L0L.2 

L5.L6'' 

6.90 

L«49 

*  9 

446 

82.74 

2 

L02.5 

L5.L3 

8.5L 

L.69 

**AS  OF  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  ^  . 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,   L974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRESSED  AS  A - PFRCFNT AGE . 


0 
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(CORDOVA  -  ST  MICHAELS) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL- 
•  PROFILE*  " 


-COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL.  RESOURCES 


SCKOOL  NAME 


CORDOVA 

FREDGRICK  DOU(^LASS 

GUENWOOD 

IDLEWILD 

TILGHHAN 

Uf»PER  COUNTY 

WHITE  HARSH 

EASTON  HlDdLE 

ST  MICHAEL'S  MIDDLE 

0 

EASTON  HIGH 


see  APPENDIX  <i  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


- 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  AIQVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGb  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORG AN 1- 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

AVERAGE 

DAILf 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEAKS 
EXPERIENCE  ; 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF. 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

ZATrON 
(X) 

TE-ACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7)  ' 

ADMIN* 
(8) 

INCOME. 
(SI 
(12) 

K-3 

212 

26,5 

94.8 

«.o 

O.D 

•  12,7 

0.0 

0.0 

26.7  ' 

10.1 

6750. D 

K-5 

366 

19^3 

96.8 

18.0 

1.0 

9.1 

10.0 

15.8 

16.^5 

11.3  . 

7979. u 

21.2 

95.6 

20.<0 

1.0 

13.3 

40.0 

.  14.3 

27^2 

11.6 

8776. u. 

2-3 

334 

17-6 

96.1 

18.0 

1.0 

11.6 

24.0 

15.8 

27.6 

11.6 

8778.0 

K-6  - 

184 

23.0 

95.6 

7.& 

1.0 

.  5.1 

19.5 

r 

• 

25.0 

14.2 

10.7 

7348.0 

4-6 

20.9 

V6.0 

6.0 

1.0 

4.8 

10.0 

14.3 

25.6 

10^7 

7464.0 

K-6 

306 

19.1 

96.2 

19.0 

1.0 

6.5 

26.0 

6.3 

22.1 

'11.2 

8201.0 

6-8 

837 

£9.0 

94,5 

42.0 

2.0 

12.7 

16.5 

22.7 

26.7 

11.3 

8349.0 

6-8 

266 

14.0 

96.0  1 

18.0 

1.0 

9.7 

8.0 

31.6 

•* 

18.6 

11.0 

7771.0 

9-12 

1108 

17.6 

91.5 

60.0 

3.0 

10.5 

20.5 

22^2 

25.9 

11.3 

8283.0* 

9-12 

396 

13.7 

92.2 

27.0 

2.0 

7.9 
> 

22.0 

24.1 

18.2 

11.0 

7665.0 
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(GOUDOVA  -  ST  MICHAELS)' 


TABLE  4..    RELATION  OF  ACHIEVE^feNT  TO.  MARYLAND  NORMS, ^BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY.  STATISTICALLY 
■  CONTROLLED* 


t*uOOt  COU-ITY 
SCltOOt  SYSTEM 


SAS 


 ............ 

VQCABULAr/"  -   R"01N;  C<««REHENS10H    •         C*N6U*.E  tPTAL  .  H*TH£H«1«L  TOTAL   -  " 

-      -    DIFFER- 

Norm 


.   READING  COHRREHENSI OH 


UANO 
6t  NORM 


6e 


«E 


coaoavA 

3 

107. 

7 

i  ■ 

3. 

00 

-*03 

06  ^ 

03 

-•03 

(»• 

40 

H^3A 

♦  •10 

?Mi.OtKfCK  DOUGLASS 

3 

!> 

99. 
iO(»« 

5 
7 

3, 
5. 

67  , 
60 

3* 
5* 

*7 

3<» 

♦  •20 

♦  .26  - 

3, 

5, 

71 
7r 

3* 

,  5 

56 

♦  •15 

♦  .25 

(»• 

;5^ 

12 
A6 

3*92 
5^65 

♦  •20 

♦  •'21 

5 

ioo« 

0 

5« 

30 

5« 

00 

♦  •22 

5 

»25 

5 

>20 

♦  •05 

60 

$•35 

4^25 

3 

102< 

3< 

»72 

3i 

.6* 

♦  •00 

3 

•  70 

3 

•  7«» 

♦  •04 

(»< 

35 

^•09 

♦  •26 

4.20 

3^71 
5^77 

5^I0 

3^01 


tilom«an 
vi'vtH  couurv 

WHITE  MARbH 

tAbTOri  MIOOLE 
St  HiCMAELb 

EASTOIJHIGM 
ST  MICHAELS  HIGH 


s 

95.5 

3^20 

5 

100.2 

5^11 

5 

99.3 

3 

90. J 

2^9t» 

b 

97.0 

H«>IO 

7 

101.5 

6^70 

7 

101^1 

/ 

6^6<!| 

0 

9 

103.2 

0^60 

9 

100.5  < 

6^2t» 

3.22 
^•99 

♦  •06 

♦  •12 

2.90 
5.25 

3»29 
5^14 

-•31 
♦•11 

3^29 
•^•55 

3^66 
5^34 

-i37 
♦  •21 

3^07 
5^H0 

^•93 

♦  •03 

5.05 

5^O0 

-.03 

5^;»2 

5^20 

-•06 

t  5^06 

2^95 
(••0<» 

-•01 
-•*<» 

3.10 
4.64 

A 

2^9» 
^•97 

♦  .12 
-•33 

3^76 
^•c}0 

3^37 
5*1H 

♦  ;39 
-•16 

3^60 
^•96 

^•07 

-•17 

6.94 

6^93 

♦  .01 

,  6«9H 

6^96 

-•02 

6^76 

6^8t» 

-.16 

7.12 

6^91 

♦  ,21 

6^93 

-•06 

.  7^29 

0 

^•51 

♦  .09 

0.04 

0^bO 

♦  .3M 

ft«77 

0*H»» 

♦  •33 

a. 52 

0^21 

♦  •03 

0.36 

0^19 

♦  •17 

0^17 

0^10 

-•01 

0^«»9 

3.97  ♦•25 


3.5a  ♦•td 
5 •69  ♦•00 


5^tl0 
3^72 


-•22 

♦  •d09 


3^36  -•29 
5.30  ♦•02 


5.32 

3.11  -^03 

5.19  -•23 

7.10  -•42 

7^17  ♦.12 

ft. 73  -.21 

0.411  ♦.OS 


ACCOHMNVING  "DIFFERENCE**  SCORtS. 


(CORDOVA  -  ST, MICHAELS ) 


.laSSSSS  ■  STATrSTICALLY  CONTrS^^^^ 


VOCABULARY 


REAOIN«  COMPHEHCNSION    ^         tANGUAftC  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


LAND 
NORM 


LAND 
NORM 


f  E 


UNO 
NORM 


*    wJ:jflJc*i»f^^ei^2cE"'i««l""'''"?°'''  EKPLANAT.ON  OF  ASTERISK 


ENCE 


COkOOVA 

3 

107,7 

3.A5 

u.oa 

-.11 

U,00 

4.11 

'  -.u 

4. HA 

H.H3 

.♦.05 

H.2o  <; 

4.05 

♦  15 

FREDERICK  O0U6LA5S. 

3 

5 

99,5 
10«».7 

3.67 
^«60 

3.51 
5.57 

♦  .16 
♦ .  03 

3,71 

*  Til 

3.^7 
5.62 

♦  .12 

H.  12 
5.A6 

3.92 
5.78 

♦  •20 

♦  •OA 

3.71 
5.77 

3^60 
5.81 

♦•11 
-.OH 

6llN«000 

b 

100,0 

5.30 

5.17©= 

<• 

♦  .n 

5,^5 

5.24 

♦.01 

5.60 

5.42 

♦  .  lA 

5^  f  A 

5^H6 , 

-•28 

XOLEMILO 

102,2 

3.72 

V.6/< 

4  .OM 

3.78 

3.75 

♦  •03 

H.^5 

H.09 

♦  .26 

3.81 

3.75 

♦  .06 

TILCHM^N 

5 

95.5 
100.2 

5.11 

3.25 
S.l« 

4.03 
-.07 

2.98 
5.25 

3.30 
5.25 

-.32 
4.00 

3.?9 
5.S5 

3.67 
5.H3 

-.3A 
♦  .12 

3,07 
5. HO 

3.39 
5^48 

-.32 
-.00 

UPPE%?COUN|Y 

b 

99,3 

<».96 

sai 

-.IS 

5.05 

5.18 

-.13 

5.?2 

b.37 

-•15 

'  5.06 

5^H1 

-•35 

WHITE  MARb  l 

3 

b 

90,3 
97,0 

2.9a 

2,92 
<».91 

*,o? 

-.61 

3.10 

2.96 
5.00 

♦  .Id 
-.35 

3.76 
H.08 

3.35 
5.19 

♦  .m 

-.21 

3. OA 
H.96 

3.10 
5.2H 

'.or 

-•2A 

E As TON  MIUuLE 

7 

101,3 

6.70 

6.96 

-.?6 

6,9U 

b.99 

-.05 

7.07 

-.13 

6.76 

7^27 

-.91 

,&T  MICHAEL  J 
t 

7 

101.1 

6.6e 

ft.9«* 

•^.26 

7,12 

♦  .15 

6.^7 

7.05 

-.18  - 

7.29 

7.25 

♦  .OH 

EAbTOU  HIG'I  . 

9 

103.2  ' 

0.60 

0.73 

-.13 

8.-5n 

♦  .26 

P. 77 

A. 63 

♦  .IM 

A.S2 

8.  AH 

-,32 

5T  MICHAEL^  'MIOH 

9 

100,5 

0.U2 

.-.1" 

A.  36 

8.26 

♦  .10 

«.17 

8.36 

-.19 

8.H9 

8.55 

I 

-.06 

401 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  LEVEL— AC CODN TAB! LIT Y  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.22.  WASHINGTON  COUNTY 

school  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A.  Goal  Setting  Activities  at  the  School  System  and  Indxyx(3ual 
School  Levels.     System  goals  in  readxng.  wrxtxng  and  '"^thematxcs  nave 
been  completed  and  approved  by  the  MSDE.     These  J,  ^f^^^f  ^^f^^t 
tn  each  countv  school.     Each  school  has  establxshed  three  (3)  coromxt 
teefSMcHave  begun  development  of  their  own  obje.ctives  xn  each  area. 
^hrSe  half -day  workshop  sessions  have  been  organx^ed  for  November  6^ 
and  7.  1974,  for  chairpersons  of. each  school  commxttee.  Substxtutes 

be  provided.     Workshops  will        conducted  by  the  county-wxde 
commii:tees.     The  purpose  of  the  workshops  xs  to  assess  the  progress 
o?^ach  Sciool  coSmI?tee  and  to  assist  with  the  development  of  ob^ec- 
tlves  as  needed*  \  . 

B,  Washington  Countv  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 
State-Wide  Goals  in  Reading /wri ting  and  Mathematxcs , ^adopted  by  the 
Ma^JLnd  State  Board  of  Education,  Washington  County  has  developed  the 
following  local  sy*stem  goals: 

In  Reading; 

l.A.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  ajpie 
to  identify  his  own  purposes  for  using  prxrtt  and 
nonprint  materials,  rif^j- 


4-459 


ERIC 


1.  B.    Each  student  who  has  completed  the  felementary- 

secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to  select  materials  which  are  suitable  both  in 
level  of  difficulty  and  in  content  from  a  wide 
variety  of  available  print  and  nonprint  materials. 

2.  A.    Each' student  who  has  completed  "the  elementary- 

secondary  school,  reading  program  should  be  able 
■to- Identify  and  . apply  a  word  recognition  system. 
^     Such  a  system  in^iludes  skills  of  picture,  context, 
structural,  phonic,  and  authority  (glossary,  dic- 
tionary, ffnd/or  peer)  clues. 

2.  B.     Each  st^dent  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 

secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to.  pronounce  many-  words  without  hesitation  and  at 
the  same  time  identify  their  appropriate  meanings. 

3.  A.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary? 

secondary  school  teading  program  should  be  able 
to  comprehend  various  teading  materials.  Compre- 
hension includes  understanding  the  meaning,  drawing 
inferences,  and  identifying  the  style,  time,  mood, 
cause-effect,  and/or  sequence, 

V  3.B.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 

secondary  school. reading  program  ahould  be  able 
,  to  ask  a  variety  of  questions  about  materials  read 
and  to  find  suitable  answers  to- those  questions. 
Based  on  his  own  experiences  and  knowledge  of  the 
content  material,  the  questions  should  cause  the  . 
student  to  think  literally  (reading  of  thevlines), 
critically  (reading  between  the  lines) ,  and 
creatively  (reading  beyond  the  lines). 

4. A.     Each  student  who  hds  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to  follow  directions. 

4.fl.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  bo  able 
to  locate  references. 

4.C.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to  gain  information. 

4.D.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to  understand  forms. 

4.E.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  be  able 
to  attain  personal  reading-habit  development. 
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5  A.     Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
secondary  school  reading  program  should  have- a ^ 
positive  attitude  toward  reading,  indicated  i>yi|^ 
an  interest  in  reading 


and  a  desire  to  read. 


In  Writing; 


MS 


l.A. 


Each  student  who  has  completed  the  plfewentary^ 
secondary  school  writing  program, should  be  able  , 
to'-record  thoughts  and  feelings  for  personal  use, 
observing  appropriate  linguistic  form,  .levels  of 
d  conventions  of  rhetoric  -and  mechanics .- 


usage ,  an 


l.B. 


2. A. 


2.B. 


Each  Student  who  has  completed  the  elementary- 
gecondarv  school  writing  program  should  be  ab'ie 
-^o  communicate  thoughts  and  feelings  to  others 
'  in  writing,  observing  appropriate  linguistic  fonrij 
levels  of  jisage,  and  conventions  of  rhetoric  and 
mechanic^.  '  ■  ;  ' 

Each  student  who  has  completed  the  elementary-     ||  w 
secondary  school  writing  program  should  be  able   '      |  ' 
to  write  in' a  social  situation,  observing.^ appropriate, 
accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

^lach  studerrt  who  has  completed  the  elementary-  ^ 
secondary'  school  writing  program  should  be  able 
to  write  in  a  business 'or  vocational  situation, 
observing  appropriate,  accepted  conventions  of 
-writing. 


2;C.     Each  student  wh^  has  Wmpleted  the  elementary- 
•  -    secondary  ischool  writing  program  stiould  be^abie 

%r  .to  write  in  a  scholastic  situation,  observing 

appropriate,  accepted  conventions  Of 'writing.  . 

3oA.     Each  student  who.  has  completed  the  elementary^ 
secondary  school  writing  program  should  be  able 
,    '  to  recognize  and  Respond  to ;the  necessity  of    ^  - 

writing  for  a  variety  of  pe^oi>al  and.  social  needs. 

3.B.     Ea^h  student  who  has  completed,  the^elementary- 
secondary  school  writing  program  should  be  able 
to  give  evidence  of  satisfaction  from  writing. 

in  MaUieroatics;    (Goal  numbers  correspond  tQ  StW  Goals), 

1         -Updif  cEinpletion  ^£  the  elementary- secondary  school 
ma  tlLma  tics  "program,  ekch  student,  should  be  able  to: 

^.  Rec>tl,l  mathematical  fiactfe/ 

b.  Identify  mathematical  symbols  ^  •^Ar.r.r, 

c.  ftecogniL  mathematical  terms  .and  simple  definitions 
d-.  Identify  common  geometric  sljapes 


'I 


ic 
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C. 


Si^own""^'^  ^"-"-^  '-^9  one, 

shSp^"''  ^''^"^  "  with  common  geometric 

Demonstray 'basic,  skills  "  P"fo«,in, 'Treasure--  . 

a.     Understand  the  concept  of  nun^er 

understand  the  ProfeeK  ol  ^ompuLJ^S" 

■•     •  g^omllrfc^s?'"  "^""""^^^  relatL'?o  °S«on 

geometrxc  shapes 

»f.     understand  the  concepts  relate  to  measurement 

^*  ^l^">^ntary-secondary  school 

mathematxcs  program,  each  student  should  S  ^le  ^o: 

!!??h  °^         ^l^">entary-secondary  school 

mathematxcs  program,  each  student  should  S  Tle%; 

a.     Utilize  and  apply  mathematical  techniques  and 
socxetal  problems^ 

'         ^*  elementary-secondary  school 

mathematxcs  program,  each  student  should  S  SSle  to- 

^  .     .  ^^oft^^m^^  °'  -thematics  to  the  ' 

Smit"  ^ 
■  c.     Use  .mathematics  in  eve^day  life  situations 

.  §am£l^Obiectives  for  "Tvoiral"  p-i  ^,r,«^4.''        ^  •, 

'  Schools.   - — typical    Elementary  and  Secondary 

■      -i  ^ 

.  E lemen tary  Reading : 


1. 


Gxven^a  choxce  of  topics,  a  student  completina  the 
lllllt  i^=^P^Ji°nal  level  will  be  able  to  expresi 

teachet  what  he  would  like  to  know 
: about  the  topic  of  his.  choice. 
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2,  ;      Given  a ^choice ^of  print  and  nonprint  materials  at 

^different  reading  levels^  a  student •  completing  Idle 
"  third  instructional  level  will , be  able  to  select  - 

materials  on  his  reading  level,  .  >  *  - 

Secondary-  Reading;.  "    .  "  .  . 

1,  'Given  a  topic  and^.a  variety^  of  print  and  nonprint  • 
jvaterials^  a  student  completing  the  ninth  instruc-  ^   

tipn^l  level  will  be  able  to  identify  and  list  the      •  v. 
'      specific  materials  which  will  serve  his  puirpose, 

2.  Selecting  a  topic ^  a  student  completing  the  twelfth; 
instructional  level  will  demonstrate  'his  ability  to 
identify  purposes  for  reading'*:about  the  topic  arid  to 
select  both  print  and  nonprint  materials  at  his'instruc- 

ftional  reading  l^vel  by  making  a  multimedia  presenta- 
tion. *  ■ 

«     ■     *  • 

Elementary  Writing; 

1.  Having  verbalized  a  thought^  the  student  will*  be  able 
to  record  that  thought  in  an  acceptable  sentenc<e>, 
employing  the  punctuation  necessary  to  express  his 
meaning.^ 

2 .  Given  the  need"  to  secure  or  purchase  many  i  tems ,  the 
student  will  be  able  to  make  a  list. 

Secondary  Writing:  *  <^ 

1.  Having  heard  or  created  a  rhyme  or  joke  he  wishes  to 
remember,  the  student  will  be  able  to  write  it  down.  « 

2.  Having  organized  his  thinking  and  desiring  further 
to  clarify  his  ideas,  the  student  will  be  able  to 
write  an  essay,  observing'  accepted  conventions  of  « 
writing.     /  '       ,  " 

Elementary  Mathematics; 

1.  Given  the  request  by  his  teacher,  the  student  completing 
level  5  should  be  able  to-  recall  orally,  or  i,n  written  'f 
form,  the  addition  and  subtraction  facts  through  18. , 

2.  A  student  completing  level  5  should  be  able  to  write 
the  fraction  symbol  for  a  given  part  of  a  whole  on  a 
teacher-made  test. 

Secondary  Mathematics: 

1.        Given  a  multiplication  sentence,  the  student  completing 
the  eighth  instructional  level  shiould  be  able  to,  iden- 
tify the  ^product  and  factors  'by  labeling  them  on  a 
teacher-made  \test. 
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.    2.        Gxven  a  rational  number  in  decimal  form. with  up 
..  to-  four  digits' and  no  more  thain  two  digits-  to  the 

°u  ^®  ciealmal  point,  a  student  completing 
high  school  should  be  able  to  write  the  nvunber 
.  a  word  statement  on  a  teacher-made  test. 

?Ae  A^^L.f!!??"!"!  °"         "Results  of  Accountability  Assessme^nt  Program. 

The  Accountability  Assessment  Program  has  resulted  in  a  gystem-wide  

exeJSiSfJ^''        iAstru<M:ional  priorities.     Howeve;r,  care'^mult  be 
h^S^n^  ?  assure  that  the  objectives  which  are  developed  go 

beyond  the  lowest  levels  of  the  cognitive  domain.  ^  ^ 

5:1   ,       T  Progress  of  Schools  Towards  School  Goals.     In  addition  to  . 

iSJhfmlJlo''"^^^''  a'  ""T^^  objectives  an  reading,  writing  InT 

mathematics,  Washington  County  has'  developed  or  is  developing 
system-wide  and  school  objectives  in  the  following  instructional 

•  Art-Elementary  objectives  have  been  developed  for 
televised  art.^  On  the  secondary  level,  art  goals 
are  on  a  county-wide  basis. 

•  Music-Performance  objectives  have  been  developed 

for  part  of  the  instructional  program  in  instrumental 
music.     Broad  goals  guide  the  vocal  music  program. 

•  Science-System-wide  and  school  objectives  have  been 

.  developed  for  Science,  in  line  with  national  objectives 

•  Social  Studies— The  social  studies  curriculum  is 
guided  by  broad  system  objectives.     Some  background 
work  has  been  done  to  prepare  specific  objectives 
for  social  studies  skills  such  as  map-reading  and 
using  globes  and  charts. 

•  Physical  Education  -  Goals  for  physical  education 
have  been  developed  K-6.  Incl-uded  in  the  program 
are  in-schcd|:  >act-±-vities,  „  ejctra-class  activities, 
and  an  evali:^tion  component. 

•  Career  Education  -  Goals  and  objectives  for  career 
education,  as  components  of  regular  instructional 
programs,  have  been  developed  and  are  in  operation 
K— 12. 
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F.  Program  Modification  Aptivities,     During  the  reporting  year, 
program'  modification  h^s  occurfe/fl  in  elementary  mathematics  and  elemen- 
tary language  arts.     Several  pilot  programs  in  reading  and  writing  are 
in  operation.     A  new  eleme^itary  mathematics  series  has  been  adopted. 
In  language  arts  and  mathematics,  increased  emphasis  has  been  placed 
on  basic  skills  mastery. 

G,  Program  Needs,     Effective  curriculum  development  requires 
broadly-basedrplanning  by  those  who  will  be  Implementing  such  programs. 
There  Is  a  need  for  additional  funds  to  convene  teachers  for  this 
purpose.     Funds  would  finance  either  substitutes  during  school  hours 
or  pay  workshop  costs  in. the  evenings,  on  weekends  or  during  the 
summer.  \ 
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WASHINGTON  COUNTY      .  • 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


♦  •     COMMUNITY  CHARACTFRISTiri 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SfHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

103,929 

$8,778 



 9—  

27,9, 



EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  6r  older 
. (MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

4*)   -      .  ^ 

EDUCATIONAL^ LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

11.4 

.  11.5 

SCHOOL  CHARACT£RISTItS    US  Of^  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


(6) 

■<>  

(7) 

•  ;(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

7  TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

23,847 

$10,697 

$15,663 

11.8 

^  21.6 

,  ■  (11) 

PERCENt  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

i7.3„ 

20.2 

u 

95.3 

FINANCIAL  CHARACTERTSTirs    (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

*  TOTAL 
PEft  PUPIL 
COST 

y  (i5) 

PER  PUPIL  / 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 
PER  PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
CQSTS 

$  892.08 

$  670. 09^ 

75.2 

$14.79  ' 

(18) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 

PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

1.7 

i 

-  '$  7.83 

0.9 

'SEE  APPENDIX  A  F0«  DEFINITION  OF  ^TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 

....  i^^J 
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WASHINGTON  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   { AVCRAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS  ^ 


SKILL 
AREAS 


(L) 


VOCABULARY 


(1) 


GRADE 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


(3) 


SPELLING 


(^1 


CAPt  TAL- 
IZATION 


'  1  {5,1 


,  f^UNCTUATION 


f2) 


NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLE  3* 


1725, 


1928 


1959 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTeD*** 


98.32 


100.00 


97.09 


^0.86 


1725 


1928 


1959 


1903 


.  3 


1725 


98.32 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


27 


26 


27 


100.00 


26 


97.09 


90.86 


1928 


1959 


1903 


1725 


192B 


1959 


1903 


1725 


1928 


1959^ 


1903 


98.32 


100.00 


^.09 


90.86 


98.32 


100.00 


97.09 


90.86 


98.32 


100.00 


97.09 


90.96 


27 


26 


27 


26 


27 


26 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)+ 


100.1 


103.1 


103. A 


100.1 


103.1 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


15.72 


15.85 


0.6.3^ 


15.72 


(7) 

^ERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALfNCc 
(QE)++ 


3.38 


^.97 


6.7^ 


3.54 


15.85 


5.32 


103.^ 


16.31 


6.94 


103.9  ' 


16.85 


8,31 


100.1 


1P3.1 


10  3.4 


103.9 


100.1 


10  3.1' 


10  3.4 


10  3.9 


100.1 


103.1 


15.72. 


3.90 


15.85 


5.32 


16.31 


6.80 


16.65 


15.72 


7.96 


3.84 


15.05 


16.31 


15.72 


15.85 


10  3.4 


^ 103.9 


16  .'31 


16. 8*^ 


5.47 


6.98 


6.12 


4.06 


5.51 


6.74 


7.85 


(8) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


1.09 


1.58 


1.92 


1.21 


1.50 


1.73 


2.01 


1.34  " 


1.73 


2.10 


2.40 


1.30 


1.62 


2.08 


2.39 


1.4^1 


1.61 


2.08 


2.32 


j*  AS  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 
L  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESVeD  SPRING,-  19'74  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENRO 


'3730/73VexPRFSSEP  AS  A  PERCEr^TAGF . 


\  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE    (SAS»   DERIVED  FROM*  COGNI T I  Vg  ABILITIES   J^ST^NONVER^^^  1971  GPITION. 

THE  MEANS  FOR-THg  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5t  J.   AND  r-fflT^^^OOi^AT  lONAL  SD  -  16. 

t  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   tGC)   DERIVED  FROM  lOW^  TESTS  OF  BAS'^^KIL^^^  T  7''?\''yi°'0ARvyNc1?  K-HTLv'"' 

NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES   3,   5,    7,   AND  9  ARE  APPJmr5fIHAT^Y  3.7,   5.7,   7.7,  0.4,   VARYING  SLIGHTLY 

FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA. 
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WASHINGTON  COUNTY 


TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY  (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


/ 


{CONTINUED) 


SKILL 
AREAS 

(IJ 
GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  ♦ 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TP  CTC  n 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOCLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(  SD ) 

(7)  . 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE  )  •  ' 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SD  ) 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

3 

1725 

98.32 

27  ♦ 

;.oo.i 

15.72 

3.60 

1.31 

5 

1928 

100.00 

26 

103.1 

15.65 

5.08 

1.7  3 

7 

1959 

97.09 

9 

103.4 

16.31 

6.71 

2.09 

9 

1903 

7 

10 

16*85 

7*63 

2.32 

(7)         .  ^ 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

1725 

98.32 

27 

100.1 

15.72 

3.85 

1.18 

5 

1928 

100.00 

26 

^03.1 

15.65 

5.  35 

1. 46 

7 

1959 

97.09 

9 

'  103.4 

16.31 

6.81 

1.65 

9 

1903 

90.86 

7 

103.9 

16.65 

7.95 

2  .09 

(  8  I 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

3" 

1725 

98.  32 

100.1 

19|^2 

3t68 

1 . 01 

5 

1928 

100.00 

\      26          ]           10  3.1        t        15  M 

5 . 87 

1.51 

7 

1959 

97.09 

n — '  "  T 

J       9                     103.4  16.51 

7.^1 

1.  79 

9 

*1903 

90.86 

7  .                   103.9      '         16.85  ' 

8.85 

2.06 

MATH6MAT ICAL 
PROBLEMS 

*  3 

1725 

98.32 

'27            '         100.1  15.72 

3.62 

1.11 

5 

1928 

100.00 

26                     103.1  15.85 

5.47 

1.36 

7 

1959 

97.09 

9          1            103.4  1 

16.31 

,  7.17 

1.65 

9 

190  3 

90.86 

7  ! 

 f 

103.9 

 ^  7 

16.85 

^  71  

/ 

8.29 

1.96 

(10) 

3 

1725 

98.32 

27  1 

100.1 

15.72  " 

3.66 

1.01 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

_ 

5 

1928 

ioo;t)o 

 .  i  

26 

103.1 

15.  A5 

5.67 

1.  36 

7 

1959 

97.09 

9 

103.4 

16.31 

7.34  ' 

1.62 

9 

190  3 

90.86 

7 

10  3.9 

16.85 

^.64  ' 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/73,   ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,    1974  DIVIDED  BY  N^^^^R  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EXPRESSED. 


A  PERCENTAGE, 


+  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)   DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES   TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,   FHRM  1,   1971  EDiTlOM.y/ 
THE  MEANS   FOR  THE  NATIONAL-NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,   7,  AND  9  ARE  100|  NAT^^ONAL  SD  •  16. 

ft  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)   DEWVED  FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,   FORM  5,   1971  EDITION.     THE  MIfANS   ih  THE 
NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES   3,   5,  *7,   AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,   5.7,   7.7,   AND  0.4,   VARYING  SLK^HTLY 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA. 


r 


o 
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(BESTER  -  MAUGANSVILLE) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGAN  I - 
IklXQW 
(1) 


BESTER 


BOONSIORO  ELEH 


K-5 


CLEAR  SPRING  ELEH  K~6 


CONOCOCHEAGUE 


EHHA  K  BOUB  ELEH 


FOUNTAIN  ROCK 


FOUNTAINDALE 


FUNKSTOWN 


K-5 


K-5 


K-5 


K-5 


GREENBRIEf^ 


HANCOCK 


KEEDYSVILLE 


LINCOLNSHIRE 


haugansville 


3J-5 


i 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

HENT 

(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


< 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADHIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADHIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
HASTER»S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


PRE  K-6              778  23.9  94.2  30.5  2.0  10.3  40.0 

383  26.2  97.6  13.6  1.0  IX. 9  11.0 

596  25.9  96.1  22.0  1.0  13.7  31.6 

'  378  25.2  96.9  14. 0  l.O""  13.3  35.0 

,    309  23.8  96.1  12.0  1.0  11.0  A5.0 

359  22.4  96.4  15.0  1.0  4.9  23.0 

'527  23.9  96.7  20.0-  2.0  14.0  22.8 

290  *29.0  96.9              9.O  1.0  7.9  8.0 

•^-5  *             282  2  3.5  95.5  11. 0  1.0  5.1  9.0 

PRE  K-5               451  22.5  96.4  19.0  1.0  20.4  13.0 


105 .  21.0  95.9 
789       24.4  96.9 


4.0  1.0 


30.3         2.0         10. 2  24.2 


^50       26.5       96.9  16.0         1.0         16.8  14.0 


20.0 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DI SAD- 
VAN- 
■  TAGED 
(10)  ' 


HEDI AN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
HOTHEft 
(11) 


HEDI AN 
FAHILY 
INCOHE 
(i) 
(12) 


16.9  17.8  10.6  7462.0 

13.7            8.0  11.9  91^^1.0 

21.7  11.8  10.8  7877.0 
t 

36.7  11.5  11.0  852A.0 

23.1  14.8  11.1  7976.0 

18.7  15.6  11.7  8540.0 

27.3^  4.6  12.4  11551.0 


3.9     12.1  -^^eBi.'o-- 


33.3  10.0        11.5  6638.0 


25.0  16.1  9.2  7127.0 

40.0        20.0  24.4  *       9.3  7507.0 


i8.6  6.0         12.2  10345.0 

17.6  12.3         11.7  9449.0 
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(BESTER  -  MAUGANSVILLE) 


MASiHIUjGTON  COUliTY 
SCHOOL  bYblLH 


TABLE  A*     RELATION  QF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAN^D  NORMS,   BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  *ABI LITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


,    ....  SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 

bCiiooL  Name       grade  average  average  Mary- 
land EiXE 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


SAS 


GE 


NORM 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAU 


DIFFER*  AVERAGE    MARY«>       DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MaRY^      DIFFER-'  AVERAGE  MARY- 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NOFiM 


enc;e 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


DTFFER- 
E^ICE  ^ 


ntbTCH 


95,5 
9^1 


2.90 


3.21        -.31  3,10 
-.69  •  H.69 


3.29 
5.06 


•.19 
-.37 


3.3«* 
H.n2 


3*66 
5.27 


-.32 
-.U5 


3.37 
5.13 


3.36 
5.31 


♦  .01 
•.18 


ijO.jN'j.tOKO  uWEM 


3  99,5 
5  i06,9 


3.21 
•♦.71 


3.50 
5.57 


-.29  3.5H 
-,n6  *  5,2b 


3.5S 
5.70 


-.0^ 


3.71 
5.?5 


3.9U 
5.S2 


.23 
.57 


3.5i 
5.96 


3.59 
5.86 


-.06 
♦  .10 


tl'  AW  SPKl.iG  tLEM 


i  92.7 
b  101.5 


3,?1 
<»,9i» 


3.07 
5.10 


♦  .!«» 
-.16 


3,3b 
5,52 


3.12 

5.2^ 


.23 
.08 


3.S7 
5.17 


3.50 


♦  .07 
-.27 


3.«»3 
5,<*0 


3,23 

5.4a 


♦  .20 
-.08 


C0f.0CUCH£.AoUE 


^  10«»,3 
b  98,5 


3.49 
4,70 


3.74 
4,94 


3,81 

v;^..;5.i4 


3.85 
5.06 


-.04 
♦  .08 


4.5; 

5^00 


4.20 
5.25 


.11 
.25 


3.83 
5.14 


3,a2 
5,30 


♦  ,01 
-.16 


tMttA.-*!l  DOUij  ELL** 


3  103,2 
5  1U4.5 


3.27 
4.41 


3.67 
5«32 


-,40  3,47 
-.91   •  4,99 


3.78 
5.46 


-.31 
-.47 


3*64 
5.20 


4.14  -,50 
b.64  -,i»4 


3.64 
5,65 


3.76 
5,68 


-.12 
-.03 


3  97,0 
b  109,0 


3.25 
5,03 


3.3b  -,10 
5.67  .,64 


3,35 
5,28 


3.42 
5.61 


-.07 
-.53 


3.46 
5.^3 


3,78» 
5.95 


-.32 
-.62 


3.S2 
5.48 


3.46 
5,9a 


♦  ,06 
-,?0 


f  0.  hi  AINDAlE 


3  106,7 
5  110,5 


4.15 
b.99 


3.95 
5.92 


♦  .20 

♦  .07 


4,33 
6,40 


4,05 
6,01 


.28 
.39 


4.57 
6.43 


4.37 
6.12 


.20 
.31 


4,41 
6.79 


3,9ft 
6,15 


♦  .43 

♦  .64 


FUfihbl  OWN 


3  97,9 
b  107,4 


3.bl 
5,44 


1.43-  ^,08 
-3'.64  -,20 


3,63 
5,79 


3.M9 
5.75 


^.14 
♦  .04 


4.05 
6.10 


3.tfil 
5.87 


♦  .21 

♦  .?3 


3.65 
6.27 


3,52 
S,9l 


♦  .13 

♦  .96 


GKLtMlif?ItK 


97, 1 
97,4 


2.97 
4,3m 


3.35 
*4.91 


-,  58 
-,57 


3,01 
4,70 


3.42 
5.U2 


-.41 
-.32 


5.32 
4.53 


3.78 
5.18 


.46 
.65 


3,18 
4.A(i 


'3.46 
5.23 


-.28 
-.35 


93,1 
102,6 


3.33 
4,53 


3.Q3 
S.  05 


♦  .30 
-.52 


3,72 
5,1b 


3.09 
5.20 


♦  .63  •  :i«o2 

-.04  5.V»' 


3.48 
5.52 


♦  .44 
-.1^ 


3.65 
5,S6 


3.23 
*i,54 


♦  ,42 

♦  ,02 


KttUYbVlLL^ 


93,9 
96,0 


2,5b 
4,41 


3.08 
4,63 


-,53 

J?;  22 


2,7B 
4,54 


3.14 
4,77 


-.23 


2.94 
4.S8 


3.53  ' 
5.08 


-.59 
-.50 


2.99 
5.?9 


f.2r 

5.U 


-.28 
♦  .17 


Ll;/nL»!SMl.<E 


103,6 
103,5 


3.  be 
b,18 


3.76 
5.41 


-.18 
-,23 


3,73 
5,45 


3.05 
5.bO 


-.12 
-.05 


4.50 
5.Q1 


4.19 
5.62 


♦  .31 

♦  .29 


3,.9P 
5,80 


3.81 
5.66 


♦  .17 

♦  .14 


MAirGAn<;VILLL 


98,0 
lUb,7 


3,6i» 
b.U 


3.42 
5.49 


♦  .2? 
-,3^ 


3,58 
5,24 


3.48 
5.61 


♦  .10 
-.37 


1.60 
5.?8 


3.84 
5.75 


StE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTIDN  4.i.2  FDR  DEF IHIT I  DNS TDF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATIDN  DF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
ACtDMPANYING  ^DI FFERENCE"  SCORES^ 


-.24 
-.47 


3.76 
5.82 


3,52 
5.79 


♦  .24 

♦  .03 
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(BESTER  -  MAUGANSVILLE) 


WASHINGTON  COUfiTV 
SCHOOL  SYST£H  ' 


TABLE  5>     RELATIOrf  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  StlCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CdNTROLLEJ*  .  W 


SCHOOL  NAME 


SKILL  AKEAS 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


1„AN«UA»E  TdtAL^ 


MATHKWrrCAL  TOTAl 


IE  AVERAGE  AVERAGfc    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVEHAOC    MARY-      DIFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER 


,  SAS 


6E 


LAND 

N6RM 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE^ 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


E^CE 


BOONSUORO  UEH 
CLEAN  SPRI iQ  kLEM 

conococheaoue 

EMMA  K  OOUj  ELtH 
FOUNTAIN  HUCK 
FUuNTAINDAlE 

FUrjKSTOWN 
GMEENunlLH 

HAiiCOCK 
KbCOYSVlLLc 
LINCOLNSHIRE 
MAUGANSVILLE 


3  95,5 
5  99.1 


^  99.5 
5  X.06.^ 


3  92.7 
£»  X0S,5 


3  iOU,3 
5  90.5 


3-  ;03.2 
5  X0'».5 


3  97.0 
5  i09.0 


3  97.9 
b  X07.* 


3  97.1 
5      97. U 


3  93. i 
5  102.6 


3  93.9 
b  96.0 


3  103.6 
5  103.5 


3  90.0 
b  105.7 


2.90 
•1.2a 


3.21 
H.71 


3.21 
H,9i* 


3.U9 
U.70 


3.?7 


3.25 
5.03 


3  106.7  i».ib 
5     110. I   •  5.99 


3.^1 
5.UU 


2.97 
<*.3<» 


3.33 
<*.53 


2.bb 
<*.<»1 


3.50 
5.10 


3.6i« 
5.11 


3.25 
5.09 


3.51 
5.76 


'3.07 
5.30 


^.ft2 

5.nu 


3.75 
5.b5 


3.3b 
5.9U 


5.97 
6.07 


5.«0 


3.36 
U.9U 


3.10 
5.39 


1.15 
<(.02 


3.77 
5.U7 


S.66 


-.35  3ao 

•.07  •  U.69 


-.30  3.5U 
-1.05  •  5.25 


-.36 


-.33 


3.35 
5.32 


3.61 
5.1U 


-.•♦0  3,U7 
-l.U  •  U.99 


-.10  3.35 
-.91  •  5.20 


-.0« 


♦  .10 
-.16 


-.30 
-.60 


<l.33 
6.110 


3.63 
5.79 


3.01 
^•70 


♦.23  3.72 
-.A6  •  5.16 


.60  •  2.70 


-.10 
-.29 


♦  .23 
-.S5 


3.73. 
5.U5 


3.50 
5.2U 


3.30 
5.17 


3.57 
5.79*. 


3.12 
5.36 


3.69 
5.12 


3.01 
5.60 


3.U0 
5.96 


*l.05 
6.09 


3.U6 
5.03 


3.U1 
5.03 


3.  U 
5.U5 


3.20 
^.92 


3.0U 
5.52 


3. '•7 
5.70 


-.20 
-.U0 


-.03 
-.511 


t.23 
-.OU 


-.00 
♦  .02 


-.311 
-.61 


3.31 
i|.fl2 


3*71 
5.;»5 


3.57 
S.17 


•1.11 

n.no 


3.6H 
5.20 


-.05  3.H6 
-.60  •  5.33 


f  .2A 
♦  .31 


♦  .17 
-.0* 


-.HO 
-.33 


6.H3 


H.05 
6.10 


1.32 
•l.«)3 


♦.5n  •  3.92 


-.29 


.i«2 
.30 


-.11 
-.07 


♦  .11 
-.U6 


9.3H 


2.0U 
tl.!(0 


•3t67 
5. 35 


3.92 
^.911 


3.50 
5.53 


-.33 
-.53 


3.37 
5.1^ 


5% 


'h.15 
5.76 


3.7ft 

6.10 


H.37 
6^22 


3.02 
5.90 


3*77 
5.22 


3>|52 
5.62 


3.57 
5.12 


U.'<0  U.17 
'^•''l    .  5.69 


1.60 
,5.?0 


3.03 
5.A5 


-.2t  3.53 
-.ft9  •  5.96 


♦  .07 
-.36 


♦  .09 
-.31 


-.51 
-.56 


3.<l3 
5.-<iO 


^.03 
5.14 


3.6H 
5.65 


-.30  3,52 
-•77  •    5. in 


3.34 
5.39 


3.60 
5.97 


3.23 
6.57 


3««7 
5.35 


^.«1 
5.00 


3.H7 
6.13 


-..02 
-.24 


-.07 
-.01 


♦  .20 
-.17 


.0% 
.21 


-.17 
-.15 


♦  .05 


♦  .20 

♦  .21 


to. ill 
6.79 


H.OO  ♦.Hi, 
6.2H  -  ♦.SS 


♦  .23.^.,  !&,tl>\r'h  '  3 


01 


3.10 

-.60  •  H.Afi 


♦  .H0.< 


3.65 
5.56 


»-.63  •  2.09 
-.5U  S.29 


♦  .33 

♦  .2? 


.23 
.57 


3.oa 
5. no 


3.76 
5.«2 


3.H7 
5.27 


3.25 
*5.65 


3.30 
6.1^ 


3.03 
5.72 


3.52 
5.00 


♦  «26 


-.29 
-.39 


♦  .HO 
-.09 


-.31 
♦  .13 


♦.15 
♦.00 


♦  .2«l 
-.06 
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(OLD  F0RGe-:;|^^P0NSB0R0  JR) 


^TABUe  3*     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
'  "o'  PROFILE* 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 

(.1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

HENT 

(2) 


PUPIL/ 
^TAFF 
:#ATI0 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 


TOTAL  NO. 

A'VERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIEfjCE 

TEACHER 
<5, 

ADHIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 

(7) 

ADHIN. 

(a) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 

STAFF^ 

PERCENT 

HEDIAN 

HEDIAN 

H ASTER'S 

'  DISAD- 

EDUCA- 

FAHILY 

DEGREE 

VAN- 

TION OF 

INCOHE 

OR  ABOVE 

TAGED 

HOTHER 

($) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

OLD  FORGE 


iW^'  ^^'^  ^^'^  '"^        ^^'^  9955.0 

PANCIORN  BOULEVARD  K-5  615       23.7      96.8  ^25.0        1.0         11.^       28.0        26.9  7.9         11.7  9296.0 

PARAHOUNT  k-5  225       26.5      96.^  7.5        1.0         10.3         5.0        23.5  7.0         12.4  11281.0 


PLEASANT  VALLEY 

POTOHAC  HEIGHTS 

ROHRERSVILLE  > 

SALEM  AVENUE 
SHARPSBURG 


K-6 


K-5 


K-6 


229       25.4      95.1  8.0        1.0         13.8        9.0         11.1  24.4  9.3  7477.0 

259       18.5       96.5  J.3.0        1.0  8.3       11. 0        42.9  12.8         12.3  10791.0 


128       25.6  96.6 


^•0        1.0  7.0       31.0        40.0  22.4  9.5  7721.0 


440       24.4       95.9  17.0         1.0         15.6       23.0  27.8 

322       24.8       95.7  12.0         1.0         10.7         9.0  7.7 


18.0  9.9  7432.0 

20.1  10.0  8201.0 


SHITHSBURG  6LEH  PRE  K-4  300       22.4       97.6  12.4        1.0  7.8       11.0        44.6  12.0         11.5  8644..0 

SURREY  K-5  273       22.7       97.2  11.0        1.0         13.4       &0.0         16.7  13.9         11.4  8379.0 


WILLIAHSPORT  ELEM     ^RE  K-5 


757       29.1      97.2  2^.0        2.0         14.5       10.3        26.9  8.9         11.4  8977.0 


WINTER  STREET               PRE  K,l-4           358       22.4  95.5  15.0  1.0  9.1  28.0  25.0  20.5  9.9  7673.0 

WOODLAND  WAY                 PRE  K.1-6           488       23.2  ^5.9  20.0  1.0  12.5  39.0  19.0  12.0  11,9  9374.0 

flOONSBORO  JR  HIGH               6-8               622       23.9  96.7  24.0  2.0  11.6  14.5  19.2  16.7  10.4  8316..t) 

^NDIX  A  FOR  IJEFINITION  OF  TERMS.  * 
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(OLD  FQRGE  -  BOONSBORO  JR) 


TABLE  4. 


i^ASHIMfiTON  COUtlTY- 
SCMOOL  tiY&TEH 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCAflULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL  i 

SChOnL  NAHt         GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE     MaRY-      DXFFEr-  AVERAGE    MARY-'    DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OJffeR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OIFF^^ 

I  4Nn        Fi»CF                        LAND        ENCE             ^.         tAND        ENCE                        LAND  ENCF 
6E        NORM                            GE  NORM 


5A5 


LAND  EriCE 
GE  •   >  NORM 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


LAND  ENCF 
GE  NORM 


OLD  FORGE 


3  102.6  3.II7 
5     10'».9  5.39 


3.70 

s.ua 


..23  3.65 
-.09  5.5a 


3.78  -.13 
5.59  -.01 


3.00 
5.33 


i».l3 
5.70 


-.29 
-.37 


3.71 
5.57 


3.76 
5.75 


-.05  - 
-.18 


PANGhOON  tljULtVARO       3     i|1.3  4.01 
b     ill.l  6.13 


U.17 
5.6<» 


-.16  H,Ob 
♦.29  6.19 


U.31  -.26 
5.97  4.22 


*.73 

6.?3 


U.63 
6.11 


♦  .in 

♦  •12 


H.06 
6.H2 


<».  19 

6.m 


-.13 

♦  .2fl 


P Am AMOUNT 


|;i09.i»  3.92 
i  ll^.fl  6.15 


u.io 

6.33 


-•in  3.83 
-.16  6^61 


'♦.22  -.39 
6.'*3  4.16 


11.96 

6oa 


U.5<» 
6.5H 


.28 
.16 


3.77 

,6.90 


H.12 
b.56 


-.•55, 


PLlASA'JT  V.iLLtt 


3  97. H  2.85 
5     103.5  5.72 


3.27 
5.12 


-tf'*2  >  2.99 
♦  ,60  5.21 


3.36 
5.27 


-.37 
-.06 


3.51 
5.06 


3.7H 
5.59 


-.23 
-.53 


3.3<» 
5.21 


5.61 


-.U 


POTOMAC  HE.IGHT^ 


3  106.5  3.33 
5     100^.3  '».96 


3.93 
5.21 


-.60  •  3.51 
-.25  S.ll 


11.03  -»5l2 
5.30  -.19 


3.65 
5.28 


H.36 
5.H2 


.71  • 


3.53 
5.33 


3.96^ 


|{UMHLI<'*>VlLLt 


3  107.0  3.98 
5      92.1  t.75 


3.83 
U.HO 


♦.15  3.98 
♦  .35  •*.9l 


3.97  ♦.Ol 
U.52  ^.39 


i|.3l 
II.90 


H.32 
H.82 


•^.01 
^.08 


H.13 
5.38 


3.9H 
t.86 


SALtM  AVtWME 
SfiAHPbnUHG 


3  98.9 


3.05 


3  96.0  3.11 
b      96. H  H.65 


3.38        -.33  3.16 


3.23 
•♦.73 


-.12  ,  3.<»<» 
-.08  5.29 


3. '♦7 


.3t> 


3.30  ♦.U 
U.85  ♦.•♦H 


3.51 


3.9U 
5.11 


3.8<« 


3.67 
5.12 


-.33      ,  3.H7 


♦  .27 
-.01 


3.7H 
5.5H 


3.53  -.06 


3.39 
5.16 


♦  .30 


5UimLY 


3     lOH.H         U.ll  3.76 


3  102.5  3.56  3.65 
b     103.7        5,HH  5.30 


♦  .35        *.'*2  3.87       ^^.55        H.^O  H.22        ^.38        H^.12    *      3.83  ♦.29" 


-.09  3,83 
^'•m  5.66 


3.75  ♦.oa 
5.'«<»  ^.22 


5«61 


10 
5.59 


♦  .02 


3.6H 
5.88 


3.73 
5^63 


-.09 
4.25 


WlLLlA**t»POriT  •tLE*^ 


3  99.6  3.23 
b     105.3  «».79 


-.?6  3.39 
-.^3  5.25 


3  ..57 
5.55 


-.18 
-.30 


3.U8 
5.U5 


3.93 
5.72 


-.H5 
-.27 


3.H7 
5.89 


3.59 
5.75 


-.li 


Wir.TtH  STUtfcT 
WO0DL«MJ  WAY 


3      93.2  2.82 


3  93.0 
5  93.9 


2.9H 
'♦.29 


3.06 


3.1H 
"♦.72 


-.2H        3.02  3.12        -.10  3.13 


-.20  2.93 
-.•♦3  '♦.92 


3.17  -.2U 
'♦.82    .  -  4.10 


3.39 
•♦.82 


3.50 


3.55 
U.9S 


-.37  3.20 


.16 
.13 


3.3r 
5.18 


S.2H 


.0% 


^.05 
♦  .17 


0OonS^0«0        HIGH        7     102.5        6.75  7.03 

f  SEE  CHAPTER  SECTION  ^.^.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS 
^    ACCOMPANYING  «DI FPERENCB"  SCDRfiS.  - 


-.28  7.01 
DF  TERMS  USES  Af)D 


7.09  -.08 
EXPLANATIDN  DF 


6.92 
ASTERISK 


7.11 


.19  7.33 


7.'^0 


-^7 
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(OLD  FORGE  -  BOONSBDRD  JR) 


TA3LE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  flORMS,  BY  SKILL  • 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY *CONTROLLED+ 

WASMIW.TON  COUNTY 
SCftOOL  SYSTEM 


yOCArjULA^Y 


SCHOOL  M 


reading'  COMPReHENSIOM 


lanAOagc  total 


SiS^'  /     ORAOE  ^VCMGE  AVERAGe    MARY-      DXFFn,-  AVEfUSE    M»Ry-      DIFFER^  AVEMt      MARYW  niFFru 
.  _ .  _  LAND        EflCE  LAND        ENCF  i  Aion  r^r 

NORM 


OtO  FORGE 


5A5 
3  102.6 


^  '  PANCOORN  UuULEVaRO      3  in,3 


^AhAMOUNT 

PLtASAfiT  VALLtY 

POTOMAC  HtlGMTS 

RUliKEH^VILcE 

SALEM  AVEN.JE 
SHaRPSmURG 

SMiThSnURG  ELtM 
SUHREY 

KlLLlAwSPO-^  LLEM 

WlNTEH  STHtET 
IfOoOLAf'O  «AY 


<3  109. <l 
^  U6.0 


3  97,11 
b  103.5 


3  i06.5 
5  100.3 


3  107.0 
5  92.1 


96.  0 
9r>.i* 


3  102.5 
5  103.7 


3  99.6 
t>  i05.3 


3  93,0 
5  93.9 


GE 

3.117 
ii.^9 


<l.Ol 
6.13 


3.92 
6. 15 


2.A& 
5.72 


3.33 
<l.9f> 


3.90 
'  <i.75 


y8.9  3.0b 


3.11 
<i.65 


3     10«#.<i  H.ii 


3.56 
5.<*4» 


3.?3 
<i.79 


93.2  2.A2 


2.91* 
(I.2Q 


OOoNSHORO  JR  rllGH        7     i02.5  6.75 


3.71 
^.59 


II.27 
6.12 


H.lb 
6.61 


^.3« 
5.<i7 


3.96 
5.19 


99 
(19 


3.<i7 


3.29 
<t.f«6 


3.70 
5.<«0 


^.5? 
'>.62 


3.11 


).0Q 
(«.6<« 


-.J>0 


-.26 
♦  .01 


-.23 
-.<I6 


4.2«i 


«E 

3.65 
5,90 


tt.05 
6.19 


3.83 
6.61 


2.99 
9.21 


-.69  •  3.91 
-.2^  5.U 


-.01 
♦  .26 


3.9a 


-.«♦?  3.16 


lA 
-.21 


3.IIII 
9.29 


3.A2        4.20  i»,ii2 


14 
-.OH 


3.03 
5.66 


.^9»  3.3^ 
.Al  •  5.29 


.29 


-.15 
-.3S 


7.09  ..3/» 


3.02 


2.93 
<(.92 


7.01 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM 


3.77 
&.63 


<«.39 
6.13 


(1.23 
6.99 


3.(13 
9.52 


<(.03 
5.26 


(1.07 
(1.60 


3.93 


3.33 

(ttvSS 


-.12 
-.09 


-.30 
♦  .06 


GE 


3. A* 

5.33 


*.73 

6.23 


LAND  ENCE 
NORM* 


(|.U 
5.79 


MATHEMATICAL  T0T»L 

AVERAGE     MARY*  DTFFEK- 
LANO  ENCE 
tE  NORM 


-.*0  '  4.26 
♦.02  6.10 


-.(i(i 
-.31 


-.b2 
-.19 


-.09 
♦  .31 


^.ni 

5.06 


1.69 
9.20 


«.31 
«.40 


4.69 
6*26 


(1.93 
^.69 


3.79 
5.69 


(i.39 
5.i»(i 


(i  .39 
(1.02 


.27 
.«6 


♦  .OA 
-.03 


^.27 
-.31 


-.2A 
-.61 


ii70 
.16 


-.OA 
♦  .OA 


3.71 
9.97 


(1.06 
6.«2 


3.77'  -.06 
9.02  -.25 


«.28 
6.29 


-.1» 
♦  •13 


3.77  «|,19  -,3t 

6.*0  6.71  ♦.!» 


3.3(1 
9.21 


3.53 
9.33 


H.13 
5.30 


3.*9 
9.72 


3,99 
9.«^ 


-.15 
-.91 


-.*6  # 
-.19 


-.37        3.51  3.00        -.37  "  3,%7 


♦.11 
♦  .id 


3.69  ^.53 


3.77 
9.5(1 


3.b7 
5.67 


3.15 


3.1(1 
1.79 


7.11 


♦  .0(^ 

♦  .12 


.  lA 
.(12 


-.21 
♦  .17 


.m 


5.11 


(t»AO 


3.9(1 
5.61 


3.(10 
5.A5 


3.13 


5.39 
*.'»2 


6. 02 


j.70  ♦.2(i 
5.15  -.0« 


3.7(1 
5.5(1 


*».02  ♦.!! 

♦.SI 


.10 


3.*ii  ♦,33 
9.19  ♦,39 


(li22        ♦.3A         I,, 12  l,fl7  ♦,29 


(i.  11 
5.70 


-.17 
-.09 


3.93  -.(in 
5.02  -  -.37 


3.6(1 
5. AO 


3,(17 
9.A9 


3,77 
5,7(1 


-.I3i 


3.61  -.1* 
5*09  ♦,0% 


3.53        -,*iO        3>20  3,2A  -,06 


3.51  .,1? 
d.96 


3.31 
5.10 


3.'29  ♦,06 
5.01  ^,17 


-.26        7,33  7,3fl  -.09 


^    A^"  S?:a';2,^'SJi?2c^  f'*'**  ^SEB  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (•» 
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,   (CASCAPfe  -  WIieiAMSPORT)*  ' 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL—COtlMUN  ITY 
PROFILE* 


AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESQURCES 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL, 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATI^ 

(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN-  . 
DANCE 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

JEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEAtHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MA5TER' 
.  DEGREE 
OR  ABOVI 
(9) 


,   SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(S) 
(12) 

I- 


CASCADE  K-.8 

E  RUSSELL  HICKS 

HANCOCK  SR  6-12 

NORTH  POTOMAC  JK  6-8 

SMITHSBURG  JR  HIGH  5-8 

WASHINGTON  Mll}DbE  5-8 

WILLIAMSPORT  MID  6-8 

BOONSBORO  SR  HIGH  9-12 

CL€AR  SPRING  HIGH  9-12  ^ 

CLEAR  SPf^ING  MIDDLE  7-8 

NORTH  HAG^RSTOWN  SR  9-12 

SMITHSBURG  SR  HIGH  9-12 

SOUTH  HAGERSTOWN  SR  t9-12 

WILLIAMSPORT  HIGH  9-12 


658       21.2  95.8 


29.0  2.0 


9.2       15.5  29.0 

/ 


8.2  12.2 


1012      22.5      94.3  43.0  2.0 

575      18*6      94.9  30.0  2.0 


11.2  32.3         46.7  12.1  11,5 

11.3  25.0         21.9  16.4  9.2 


978  20.8  96.2 

49t  19.1  97.2 

4 

942  20-.  5  •  95.1 

726  21.3  96:2 

871  20.3  94.6 

380  14.1  93.5 

205  22.8  96.9 

1833  20.6  93.1 

853  23.1  94«0 

1612  21.2  93.0 

1207  23.7  93.5 


^     45.0  2.0 
24.0  '2.O' 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS.' 


44.0'       2.0        13.7-    22.7         36.9        .17.6  10.1 


32.0  2.0 

41.0  2.0 

25.0  2.0 

9.0  o.q 

85.0  4.0 

35.0  2.0 

73.0  3.0 

49.0  2.0 


11.0  20. 5  32.3 

J.4.8  10.5  48-8 

12.2  13.9    '  40.7 

11.7        0.0  22.2 

13.5  26.2  '^0.6 

10.9  36.0  3S.1 
t 

14.2  16.3  39.5 

12.0  27.0  35. 0~ 


10.8  11. a 

15.9  10.4 
14.7  10.9 
12.4  1(3.9 

8.9  *  12.0 

14-  4  12.1 

16.9  11.1  • 

11.0.  11.9 


7720.0 


8591.0 
7126.0 


15.7      29.5        31.9  7.9        12.2  10340-.0 

9.2    '  17.5         26.9      '    12.8  12.0 


9042.0 

7781.0 

9153.0, 

8316.0 

8090.0 

8094.0 

967^1.0 

8566.0 

8242.0 

9272.0 


•181 


ERIC 


4-478 


(CASCADE  -  WILLI AMSPORT) 


TABLE  4/    RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 


tfASHINf.TOU  COUNTY 
SCHQOL  SYSTEM 


CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 


RtADING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE,  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAM£  GRAyE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY- 


SAS 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


EriCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GF 


LAND 
NOBM 


DIFFER- 
ENCE 


CASCAUF 

1 

E  FjUSbPLL  hlCKS 
HAriCOCK  Srt 

NOHTH  pOTO  tAC 


WASHINGTON  MIDDLE 


WlLLlAf'SPOiU  MiO 


i  100.6 
5  103^5 
7  103,5 


7  loa.^ 

9  97,8 


SMXTHSnUHo  JH  itIGM      5  103,5 
7  107,8 


99,7 
99,2 


3,75 
5*  44 
6.88 


7     10»*,0  6,77 


6,67 
7.61 


7     108,4  7,26 


4.90 
6.86 


4.55 
6.23 


7     1U0,8  6.65 


3.57 
5,31 
7.03 


7.15 


7,09 
7.88 


7.63 


5.35 
7»53 


4.93 
6.69 


6.82 


f«18 
f  .13 
-•15 


•3.92 
5.58 
7.33 


,3A  6,85 


-.42 
-.27 


-.45 
-.67 


-.3B 
-.46 


-.17 


6.82 
7.87 


-.37  7,42 


5.46 
7.17 


4.96 
6.49 


6.87 


3.66 
5.47 
7.09 


7.19 


7.16 
7.97 


7.63 


5.47 
7.S5 


5.07 
6.77 


6.BA 


|'l'.26 
U.ll 
4'. 24 


-.34 
-.10 


.21 


.01 
.38 


-.11 
-*28 


.01 


4.33 
5.n3 
7.27 


-.34  6.78 


6.76 
7.43 


7.26 


R.'iO 
6«81 


4.78 
6.38 


6.78 


4.02 
5.55 
7.04 


7.18 


7.18 
8.01 


7.56 


5.59 
7.47 


b.33 
6.84 


f  .31 

t.2n 

^.23 


.40 


-.42 
-.58 


-.09 
-.66 


-.55 
-.46 


3.92 
5.83 
7.59 


7.36 


7,22 

a. 04 


7.S7 


3.64.  ^.28 
5.60  'I'. 23 
7.22  ♦.37 


7.42  -.06 


7.55 
8.27 


-.33 
-.23 


7.81  -*24 


5.72  .    5.63  ^.09 

7.73  7.72  f.Ol 


5.38 
7.17 


6*91 


5.36 

7.11     ^  r. 


♦  .02 

♦  .06 


7.10  ♦.lO 


liOoMSnORO    jH  iilCH         9  102.6 
S     CLLAH  SHRl  IG  jlIGM        9  102.2 
'CL£aH  SFRUiG  SJDDLt     7  101,6 


7.99 
7.74 


8,43 
<«.39 


NOHTH  MAGLKSTO<»N  SH     9  105.7 


6.38  ^  6.91 
8.43    ■  ti.84 


SMITH?,ptfHo  S,t  iiIpM  9  /107,8  8^54 
SOUTH  IfAGL.titTOtaM  i,U  9  1U2,2  8,14 
WlLLly  SPukT  HIGH  .      9    103.6  8.29 


-.44 
-.65 
-.53 
-.41 

IB* 

f^^f^i  -.44 

8.41  -.27 

8.62  -.33 


1  SEE  CHAPTER  4,.  SECTION  4.1.2  FOI^,  DEFINITIONS  OF  TEKHS  4sED  AND  Ej(PLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (*) 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  »  '  " 


8.37 
7.83 
6.53 
8,52 
8.72 
^.08 
8.26  • 
»^E 


8.49 
8.40 
6.98 
8.78 
'8.99 
8.39 
8^53 


-.12 
-.57 
-.45 
-.26 
-.27 
-.31 
-.27 


8.01 
7.49 
6.13 
8.14 
8.25 
7.85 
7.83 


8.H3 
8.36 
7.00 
8.70 
8.81 
8.36 
8.50 


-»4?  B.66 
-.87  «  8.15 
-.87  *  6.91 
-•56  8.74 
-.%6  i  a. 04 
-.51  •8.41 
-.67  °~8.9l 


8.73  -.07 

8.65  -4.50 

7,25  -.34 

8.99  -.25 

9.16  >.22 

B.63  -.22 

8»76  4.15 
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,    {CASCADE  -  WILLIAMSPORT) 


WASHINGTON  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSrCM 


TABLE.  5.     REUATIQN  QF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO^MARYLAND  NTORMS/'bY  SKILL 

•  AREAS,   WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOC IQECQNQMIC  STATUS 

STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  ARE^S 


SCHOOL  N\ME 
CA3CAJr 

E  KUSSrLL  hlCKS 
HAijCOCk  SIH 

\  «i 

NORTH  POTOjAk  JH 


!  VOCABULARY  REAUINQ  COMPREHENSION 

GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MaRY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MaRY 
LAND  Ei'CC 
SAS  GE  NORM 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


3  100.6 
I>  i03,5 
7  103,5 


3.75 

5•^^ 
6. an 


3.58 
S,47 
7.20 


^.17 
-.03 
-.32 


7     iOU.O         6,77  7,25  -  ♦ 


7  I02,9 
9  97.8 


7     108, U 


SMITHSnURt,  Jrt  HIGH       5  i03,5 
7  i07,8 


6.67 
7,6] 


7.?f, 


»»,9n 

6,86 


7,  13> 
8,11 


-,16 
-,50 


7,7U  -,!»« 


WASHlwATON  MIUbLE 
WiLLlAWSPO.iT  MID 


•5  99,7  4,55 
7      99,2  6.23 


7     iua,8  6,65 


BOONSoORO  bR  HIGH  9  ld2,6.  7.99 

CLtAH  SPRl  *G  HIGH  9  i02,2  7,7u 

CL^AH  SPRI  JG  MlDDl^e  7  ^01. 6  6.3fl 

NORTH  HA6t-<ST0rtN  SH  9  i05,7  8,«»3 

SMlTHb^URO  SR  HIGH  ^  9  |07,8  a,5«» 

SOUTH  rAGtlSTOHH  9  102,2  8,1 4 

WlLLlAMSPgnT  HIGH  9  103,6  8,29 


S,<»7 
7,67 


5.1«» 
6.73 


6.90 

8.66 
>«.62 
f>.99 
Q,02 
q,^6 
8*62 
8.78 


-,R7 

-.ni 


-,5Q 
-,S0 


-,?5 

-,67 
-,88 
-.61 
-,59 
*,7? 


AVERAGE 

/  Ge . 

3,92 
5,58 
7,33 

Mary- 
land 

NORM'. 

3.64 
5..i>2 
7.21 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

♦  .28 

♦  •06 

♦  .12 

GE 

4.33 
5«fl3 

7.;^.7 

Mary- 
land 

NORM 

3 .99 
5.69 
7.26 

OIFFFr- 
ENCE 

▼  .  JH 

♦  .14 

♦  .01 

AVERAGE 

^  GE 

3|92 
5.83 
7.59 

MARY- 
LAND ' 
NOKM 

3,67 

5,72 
,  7,47 

DTFFER- 
ENCE 

♦  .25 

♦  .11 

♦  .12 

6,85 

7.26 

-.41 

■  6.78 

7*.31 

7,36 

7,52 

-.16 

6,82 
7,87 

7.15 
7,94 

-.33 
-.07 

6.  ^6. 

7.  ^3 

^ 

7.21 
8.09 

-.45 
-.66 

7»22  . 

8,o^ 

7,t»2 
B.'26 

-.20 
-.22 

y,2 

7,7^ 

-.28  ^ 

•7.?6 

7.70 

-.44 

7,57 

7,93 

-.36 

7,17 

¥>.*>2 
7,faU 
* 

-.06 
-.47 

5.  SO 

«'6.ni 

&?69 
7.64 

-.19 
-.83 

5,72 
7,73 

5.72 
7.87 

♦  .00 
-.14 

<»,96 
6,49 

5.21 
6.78 

-.25' 
-.29 

4.78 
6.38 

5«40  ' 
6.88 

-.6? 
-.50 

5,38 
7,17 

5.4U 
7,08 

-.06 
♦  ,09 

6,87 

6.94 

-.07. 

7.03 

-.25 

7«2n 

7,22 

-.02 

8,37 
7,83 
6,53 
8,52 
8,72 
8,08 
8,26 


8«bl 


8.46 


7,02 
8.87 
9,12 
8.U6 


-.14 
-.63 
-.49 
-.35 
-.40 
-.38 
-.36 


8.01 
7,i»9 
6.13 
8.14 

8.25 

7.n3 


8.57 

6.53 
7.10 
8 

9.08 


.8^  -. 


8.53 


8.67 


-•56  8.66 

1*04  •  8.15 

-.97  •  6.91 

73  8.74 

-.83  8.94 

-.68  8.41 

-.84  8.91 


*    »«oSp»^mG\f^^E'i^::CEj'ic%J?^"'"'''"°^  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  ,., 


8.7fl 

a. 73 

7,30 
9.1] 
<».3i» 
8,73. 
8,89 


-.12 
-.58 
-.39 
-.37 

.32 
♦  .02 


1  cN 
■k 


f3 
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LOCAL  .SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ilSSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4.23    •       WICOMICb  COPNTY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


Pit.  Goal  Setting  Activities,     A  representative  group  of 

Wicomico  County  classroom  teachers^  administrators  and  supervisory 
personnel  began  during  the  school  year  1972-73  to  assess  the  educa- 
tibiial  progress  of  the  school  population.     After  the  reexamination' 
of  the  total  school  program  and  the  reassessment  of  the  basic 
responsbilities  which  the  educational  system  has  to  the  community^ 
a  revised  statement  of  "Philosophy  and  Objective^"  was  developed. 
Copies  of  this  updated  county  document  Were  distributed  to  all  schools 
to  use  as  the  framework  for  developing  their  own  school  philosophies.. 

During  1973-74^  the  co\inty-leval  educational  goals  in  the  . 
specific  areas  pf  reading^  mathematics^  and  writing  were  developed 
by  the  members  of  the  Division  of  Instruction  using  the  format 
developed  by  the  Maryland  State  Department  Of  Education.  Descrip- 
tive statements  were  written  explaining  the' intent  of  the  goals 
and  suggesting  means  for  achieving  each  goal.     These  approved  goals 
were  presented  to  school  principals  for  review.     Examples  of  school- 
level  educational  objectives  were  pret^ared  for  school  staffs.  Plans 
were  made  for  faculty  inservice  meetings  in  each  school^  to  famil- 
iarize school  staffs  with  the  county-level  educational  goals  and 
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for  each  school,  to  begin  to- write  school-level"  educational  object-' 

i  V  6  S  • 


?•  Wicomco  County  School  System  Goalg.     Based  upon  the 

fr"^?^  Reading,  Writing,  and  Mathematics/  adopted  ^)y 

the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Wicomico  County  has  developed 
the  following  Lpcal  Sysitem  Goals:  .  • 

„   ,  Reading,  .each  student,  upon  completion  of  the  elementary'- 

secondary  reading  program,  will  be  able  to:  •  . 

l.A.   Id«ntify  hi^  own  purposes  for  ireading  print  and  * 
•  »non-5print  material.  ,  ' 

1.  B.  Select  from  a  wide  variety" of  materials  available 

those  that  are  suitable  for  his  level  of  acliievement . 

'   o  I.e.  Select  from  a  wide  variety  of  materials  available,"  • 

thpse  that  are  appropriate  in  content  for  his  purposes, 

2.  A.  Use  a  personalized   word  recognition  system. 
2.B.  Use  a  sight  vocabulary. 

2.  C.- Determine  appropiyLate  maanings  of  words  h^"  uses. 

3.  A.  Read  material  to  determine  the  author's  purpose. 

'3.B.  Answer  a  variety  of  questions  at  the  literal,  critical 
apd  creative  levels  abfeut  material  i?ead. 

.   B.C.  Ask  a  variety"  of  questions  at' the  literal,  -.critical 
and  creative  levels  about  ma'terihls  read. 

■  4. A.  Follow  written  and  oral  direction's. 

4.  B..  Locate  refereijces^  in  print  and  non-print  material. 

4.C.  Gain  information  from- the'  variety  .of , print  and  non- 
print  materials  tljat  are  a  part  of  his  daily 
experiences.  .      *  . 

• 

4.D.  Understand  and  -complete  a  variety  of  forms  necessary 
for  survival  m'  society.  ■  ^ 

4,  E.  Attain  ^oitie  degree  of  personal- development  through  ' 

reading.     /  ■  y  .- 

5.  Have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading  indicated  by 
an  interest  in  reading 'and  a  desire  to  read. 
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■  'in  Writing,  each  student,  upon  completion  of^e  elementary- 
secondary  writing  program,  will  be  able  to:  - 

l.A.  Record  his  thoughts  and -feelings  for  hie  own  iisa;. 
observing  accepted  conventions  of  writing. 

•  1.3.  Coiranunicate  his.  thoughts  an4  feelings  to  others,^ 
observing  accepted  conventions  of  writing.. 

'2. A.  Write  in  a  social  situa:tion».  obs0rvang  accepted  \. 
conventions  of  writing;  -         *         '  , 


2.B/^rite  in  a  business  or  vqqationaL^'situatlon  #  obsefv.ing 

thS  accepted  conventions  of  writing, 

■        '  ■  '  •  -  W  •  ■ 

2.C.  Write  in  a  scholastic  situation,  observing*  accepted 

conventions  of  Writing,  ,        ^        /  .  * 


3.A»  Demonstrate  the  necessity  of  writingfor  a  variety  of 
personal  and^' social  needs. 

3  B.  Write  to  ful'fill  personal  and  social  needs. 
»•.'■■  .      •  .    \       .  ..  ... 

'  .    3.C.®Experience  sojne  satisjfaction  from  writing  to  satisfy 

his  personal  and  social  neqds. 

In-  Mathematics,  each  studertt  upon  completion  of  the 
el emen t a ry - ae cond.a ry  ma thema t i c s  program,  will  b6  able  to:, 

•         ,     V  i.A.  Recall  facts  of  arithmetic.  •         •  « 

l.B.  Recall  unitsof  measure. 

1.  e.  Recognize  and/or  tecall  terms  and  definitions.  ^ 
*    l.D.  Recognize  geometric  figures. 

1,.E.  Recognize  symbols. 

2.  A.  Perform  .basic  operations • 

2.B.  Solve  mathematics  sentences.,  . 

2.C.  Perform  measuirements . 

2.D.  Reproduce  geometric  figures, 

2.  E. ..Collect  and/or  read  data.  .  \.     ^  • 

3.  A.  Transla^te  from  words  to  symbols  and  symbols  to  words, 

*         .  ■> 

3.B.  Transform  from'  one  mathematical •  representation  tcx  anothe 


3.C.  Transform  from  mathematical  expression  to  physical 

mddBli^d  physical  models  to  mathematical  expressions. 

Express  verbally  the  understanding  of  mathematical 
concepts'  and  processes. 

^*      !ni'^J^'v,°^*^^'''  f    ^PP^y  knowledge,  skills, .  information 
and  techniques  for  solving  mathematical  problems. 

5.  Transfer  and  utilise  mathematical  reasoning  and 

^n^"*^^^^^  solution  Of  mathematical  problems 

and  life  situations. 

6.  A.  Realize  contributions  of  mathematics  to  civilization. 

needr^^^^  implications  of  mathematics .  for  personal 

aAh^^i   1  Objective  Setting  Activities.     As  a  preface  to  writina 
cS^?en;^?Li^.t^.^^'°"t.^  objectives,  school  c^ommit?e6s%Tamine^d 
content  material  in  each  curricular  area  and  listed  the  skills 
to  be.  developed.     Determination  was  made  of  the  skills  rJlWan ^- 
to  the  student  population.     These  skills  aL  bLng  Jsed  toSeloo 
the  school-level  educational  objectives  in  performance  te?ms?^  ^ 

educatio^^^^^^ 

and  staff  specialists  serve  as  advisors  to  these  committees 

Examples  of  school-level  educational  obiectivpcs  in  oar^h 
oiii^uxa  oe  aoie  tro  verbalize  his  purpdses  for  readina.    (o\  r-j^r^»^  • 

i'ituS  shoCfrp:r?L%:L':aae?irL'd''''?f^?  independently, 

variety  of  materiLs'^r L^udent'^sS^Sll^L'^^Je^'rC^Ifk  ^rif ej^ e' 
material  appropriate  in  content  for  his  purpoSe  wJitiJ« 
to  comolete  an  nrrtor  Ki         ,• .     f  "^pose .     writing  (1)  Asked 
able  to  ^  !    blank  in  a  magazine,  a  stuflent  should  be 

a  message,  a  student  should  be  able  to  wriS  at  LaSt  ^jf 
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Early  in  September  1974,  a  goals  and  objectives  calendar 
was  made  to  assure  systematic  progress  in  meeting  the  April  1,  3.975  ° 
deadline.     Two  professional  days,  January  31,,  1975  and  February 
18    1975  have  been  allotted  to  editing  the  school  and. grade-level 
educational  objectives.     The  calendar  also  includes  an  Octobe^  1975  ^ 
date  for  revision  of  the  county-level  and  school-level  educational 
goals  and  objectives. 

Areas  other  than  reading,  mathematics  and  writing  are 
being  examined  at  all  levels  to  determine  how.  to  fit  tham  into  t,he  ^ 
accountability  format. 

A  document,  "Guideline  for  Social  Studies  for  the  Inter- 
mediate Grade,"  developed  by  teachers  in  a  1974  "summer  Workshop 
included  county-level  educational  goals  and  schOol«-level  educational 
objectives  written  in  performance  terms.     Social  studies  skills 
were  identified  and  content  selected  and  organized  in  an  instructional 
sequence  to  correspond  to  the  goals  and  objectives.     Plans  are 
being  made  to  add  classroom  objectives  with  evaluative  measures.  ,. 

Other  1974  summer  workshops  included  Career  Education 
which  produced  a  s.eries  of  guides  with  school-level  educational 
objectives  intended  to  serve  as  a  resource  for  teachers;  Survival 
Reading  based  on  the  Maryland  Pilot  Project  which  developed  mini- 
units  and  learning  stations  appropriate  for  use  at  various  levels; 
and  Metric  System  which  developed  strategies  for  teaching  the 
metric  system  in  elementary  schools. 

The  Vocational-Technical  Center  program  was  evaluated  in 
1974  in  terms  of  the  performance 'objectives  contained,  in  a  new 
evaluative  measure  devised  by  the  Maryland  State  Department  of 
Education. 

The  county  Ftight-To-Read  Committee  is  considering 
focusing  their  attention  in  two  areas:     extending  reading  instruc- 
tion at  the  secondary  level  and  surveying  the  program  needs  of 
children  with  severe  learning  difficulties. 

\  D  Comments  on  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program  Results. 

'  \  During  the  Spring  o£  iii?4  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  was 
administered.     This  was  the  first  time  this  instrument  had  been 
used  as  a  part  of  our  county-wide  assessment  program.  .  .Test  results 
indicated  tHat  Wicomico  County  compared  favorably  with  the  average 
scores  fo/Maryland  schools.     Individual  school  scores  generally 
fell  wil^n  the  normal  range.     Analysis  of  the  test  results 
indicated  the  major  strength  was  in  the  area  of  spelling.  The 
areas  of  mechanics  of  writing  and  problem  solving  in  mathematics 
showed  the  need  for  most  improvement".'* 


E. 


Progress  of  Schools  Toward  System"  and/or  School' 
Not  Covered  By  State  Assessment  instrumeptFI  Id  1973  the 
Reading'  Criterion  Referenced  Test  was.  administered  to  all 


Goals 

Maryland 

students 
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^''S^^'^i^P^?'  "^^"5  maps  and  charts^  Sri?iig"pariqrIpC  w?itin« 

?is|m|n?s    ?i??lna  nn^^^S  r-^  J?"""^  interp.reting  adver.  . 

cxsei^nts,  filUng  out  applacations,  and  using  a  telephone  directory. 

drains  J!^!!.!^!^^  ^^^°"^°^^to  Permit  Improv.in.nf  of 

Jted^ltioi  fSg^In^    h^''^^^"^  ^°  ^"'P^^^  ^^^e  quality 

WicomJcf  JStiht?  >hSe  f .  n  ^i""?^^  "^f!"?  an  ongoing  concern  Vn  ^ 
better  staff ^T^^^P  f^  "^^"^         additional  inservice  training, 

pJrsoLSr    A?i  of  tS^^f'^T'ir?  effective  use  of  ancilla??^' 

edJcSJJonil  qiaUty?  ^^'^  ^^^"^  ^  improvement  in 

reviewed  arboJr^-h"^f^"^\^''  mathematics  and  language  are  being 
ana  language  to  those  provided  in  reading. 


readina  clinJ?wif.H  for  the  establishment  of  a 

.reaqxng  clinic  .which  would  serve  thp  oonnt-tr      mu^  ^.i  2    •       1.     ,  ^ 

be  staffed  with  an  assortment  o?  speciaUsts  aS?5  ?i  2- ° 

^^?dr^  ^t^-  and  mI?SriaL"of  f correct ivf^rSmedial 

?f  feing?'"^  Physical  .  ps.ychological  and  emotionri'Slo^Jagef 

Consideration  ^Iso  should  be  aivpn  i-r,  +-h«  «c4.=ui  •  u 
Of  programs  which  would  emphasize  to  pa?enls  and^laoSa?^  Jh?"^" 
importance  of.  home-school-  oboperationf  vlhiS  Sould  heJn  S,- S 

lorlieteSlfTf  ol'lh^^cSSI^^'"'  1''^  eX"-'"""  hl'L^ity 
recede  ^^ffi\?l^;^?LfjL'^^?aSSt,^?h"e*'^^^ 

fpr  deK„eSL^j4jirl„^'!?uc%lo^r^f^?L*i^^^^^^ 

t    ie'  e\^rai-.1l!--  ^ous  dis^^^^ 

tTm:L^^i;2s%"s°Si?L-^^^ 
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There  should  be  continual  study  of  media  and  the  utili- 
zation of  media  of  both  print  and  non-print  varieties.  Arrangements 
ihould  be  made  for  continuous  training  of  the  professional  staff 
in  the  use  of  a  great  assortment  of  media.  . 


/ 


h  ■ 


I, 
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WICOMICO  COUNTY  , 

.     TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOUR^'ES  PROFILE* 


*•     COMMUNITY  CHARACTFRI«;Tir.«; 


(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

MEDIAN  ^ 
FAMILY 
\  INCOME 

13)   ^  . 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

54,236 

$6,788 

29.6 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  Y.EARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

lO.fl  . 

,  1^1 

SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS     (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  1973) 


<6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
'  SALARY 

'  (6) 

AVERAGE" 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

f9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

AVERAGE. 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

14,224 

$9,822 

$15,245 

10.6 

19.9 

(11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEU 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PGRCENT 
AVG.  DAILY 
'ATTENDANCE 

14.6 

19^.7 

95.0 

FINANCIAL 


CHARACTERISTICS     (FOR  19-72-1973  S(^HOOL  XEAR) 


(14) 

•  TOTAL 
PER  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

?m  PUPIL 
'  INSTRUCTWNAJL 
COSTS       '  . 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
\    ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PEft  PUPIL 
'  ADMIiyiSTRATlVE 
.    (CEfJTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$845.18 

$  637.48 

^  75.6 

/  $15.19 

(11S) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(19) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

1  ^  -1 

(20) 

PERCENT  EXPANSES 

ALLOTTED  tO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 

1.8 

$  3.99 

0.5  ^ 

•SEE  APPEWIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCES  OF  DAT*  PROVIDED   IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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WICOMICO  COUNTY 
TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 


SKILL 
AREAS 


(11 


VOCABUL^i^Y 


GMDE 


C2) 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


(3) 


<iPELLlNC 


14) 


CAPI TAL- 
I ZATION 


(5) 


PUNCTUAT ION 


L 


\ 


(2) 


NUrtBER  Of 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLE.)* 


1103 


lltT 


1171 


13) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED*^* 


1012 


1103 


1117 


117  S 


1012 


1103 


11S7 


117B 


1012 


1103 


11B7 


117B 


1012 


1103 


1167 


1176 


1012 


96.59 


91.23 


62.51 


62.31 


91.59 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


15 


19 


15 


96.23 


62.51 


•  2.31 


96.55 


15  , 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
^GE 
SCORE 
CSAS) t 


99.1 


101.3 


91.2 


103*2 


L6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
<SDr 


(7) 

i  AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) 


15.01 


15.01 


1^.96 


15.00 


99.1 


96.23 


62.51 


•  2.31 


96.55 


-  96^3 


62.51 


15 


15 


J.5 


15 


62.31 


96.55 


96.23 


62.51 


62.31 


15 
15 


4  — 


101.3 


5.1^ 


6.76 


•  .73 


15.01 


3.56, 


15.01 


5.2^ 


9^.2 


l'V.96 


103.2 


15  #00 


•  .6* 


99,6 


101.3 


96.2 


li^.oi 


4.23 


15.01 


5.67 


14.96 


103.2 


99.6 


96.2 


103.2 


99.6 


101.3 


15.00 


15.01 


15.01 


14.96 


15.00 


7.09 


•  .96 


3.60 


5.32 


6.62 


15.01 


15.01 


96.2 


103.2 


X4.96 


15.00 


6.69 


3.6^ 


5.44 


6.5^ 


6.41 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
<SD) 


1.0^ 


1.52 


l.»^6 


1.93 


1.21 


1.45 


1.4^ 


1.^2 


1.30 


1.71 


1.9^ 


2.14 

 L 


1.2% 


1.43 


1.96 


2.12 


1.37 


1.56 


1.92 


2.24 


♦  AS  OF  9/30/73.  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

..  ,,„™e.  tesis.  »u,.,.  ...olle.  ./,o/t,.  s>p.r5»p  .i  . 

'  s^s^ii^  ^.T^vz^ii^i^  r,:  ^^';■y.";!;.-';..:^'?:;^..^r.'"• 

FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA.  ,^  *  ^ 

'i  i}  'J 
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TABLE.  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE). 

AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENC^r!' 
-  BY  SKILL  AREAS 

'•  '      •  .      *  (CONTINUED) 


.  SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 

GRADE 

J  (2) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS  ■ 
ENROl^LEDj* 

(3) 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED  ** 

(4) 

NUMBER  OF 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEV I  AT  I Gfil 

isD)'  r 

'  (7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  !f 

(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION  , 

-  (6) 

3 

0 

1103 

t 

98,55 

15  • 

99,8 

15,01 

3,63 

1,36 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

5 

1187 

98,23 

'  15. 

101,3 

15,01 

;  ,    -  5,27 

%.66 

7 

1178 

82, 51 

ft 

4 

98,2 

14,96 

6,84 

2,01 

9 

1012 

82*  31 

4. 

>  103,2 

15,00 

'  #8,71 

2,23 

(7) 

3 

1103^ 

J 

98,55 

15 

99,8 

.  15,01 

< 

3,66 

1,16 

LANGUAGE 
•  TOTAL 

5 

• 

1187 

98,23 

101,3 

15,01 

5*42 

1,45 

7 

•  1178 

82,51 

.  4 

98,2 

14,96 

■  6,77 

♦  1,70 

■■  a  

9 

X012 

82,33r 

103,2 

15.00 

8^70' 

1,92 

(8)    '  ^ 

3 

1103 

98,55 

15 

4 

99,8  . 

15,01 

3,55 

,95 

WATHpMATICAL. 
CONCEPTS 

5 

1187 

98,23 

15  ' 

191,3 

15,01 

5,51 

1,38 

7 

1178 

8.2 , 51 

• 

98,2' 

14,96,:- 

7,14 

1,67 

i  . 

9 

3iOl2 

82,31 

■  '  1 

4'  ■  : 

 i 

103,2 

15,00 

9,17  ^ 

1,83 

(9) 

^,  3 

1103 

98,55 

1 

15  i 

99,8  J 

15,01  . 

3,38 

1,03 

'  MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

1187 

98,23 

0.5 

101,3 

15,01  ■ 

5,22 

1,29 

7 

1178 

.82,51 

4 

98,2 

14,96 

6,75  . 

1,69 

9 

1012 

82,31 

4- 

103,2 

15 ,  op 

8,59 

1,84* 

3 

1103 

98,55 

.  15 

99,8 

15,01 

3,47 

4 

.^3 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

1187 

98,23 

15 

•101,  3 

15*01 

'  5:37 

J 

1,25 

7 

1178 

8'2!,51 

4 

98,2 

14,96 

6,94 

1.58 

9 

1012 

82,31 

4 

103,2 

15,00     ■  r 

8,08 

1,73 

*  AS  OF  9730/73,  ADJUSTED 'TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED 'CLASSES ,  ,  ' 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,   EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCENTAGE, 

t  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE   (SAS)   DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE  AB I Ll T I Es" TEST ,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1,  1971  EDITION. 
THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  100|  NATIONAL  SD  "  16, 

ft  GRADE. EQUIVALENCE   (GE)   ^HRIVED<|ROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS,   FTJRM  5,   1971  EDITION,     THE  MEANS  IN  THE 
NATIONAL  TJDRM  GROUp  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3,7,   5,7,   7.7,  AND  9.4,  VARYING  SLIGHTLY 
FOR  EACH  SKILL  AREA,  ,  • 

^  '  .    ;  .         '  493 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


TOTAL 

scyooL 

ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PSft'CENT 
StiFF 

mastTer's 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN  ' 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT  ' 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAM ILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
(1) 

MENT 
(2V 

RATIO 
(3) 

TEACHER 

(5)  1 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

teacherIadmin. 

(7)     1  (8) 

DEGREE 
QR  A90VE 
(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TIcioF 
MOTlMg 

(llf^ 

Income  ' 

(12) 

BEAVER  RUN 

*•> 

K-6 

611 

22.2 

^96.  V 

25.5 

2.0 

6.4  17.1 

12.7 

19.9 

10.8 

8653,0 

DELHAR  HARYLAND 

K-6 

26.7 

96.6 

33.3 

2.0 

9.2  26.5 

it.o 

15.7 

10.6  . 

8144.0 

EAST  SALISBURY 

K-6 

645 

22.1 

95.4  . 

27,2 

2.0 

10.5  25.7 

13.7 

21.2 

11.1 

8892.0 

FRUITLAND 

K-6 

908 

22.0 

96.0 

38,2 

3.0 

10.8  17.6 

10.2  ' 

18.6 

11, i 

9131^0 

GLEN  AVENJJE 

K-6 

581 

21.7 

96.0 

24.8 

2.0 

8.6  23.0 

14.2  . 

r  " 

.9.6 

• 

11.2 

9493.0 

NORTH  SALISBURY 

NORTHWESTERN 

f^EMBERTON 

PINEHURST 
PDWELLVILLE 
PRINCE  STREET 
SHARPTOWN 


PRE  K-6 


Kr6 


K-6 


K-6 


1-6 


615  21^.4  95.5 

243  23.8  97.2' 

.  206  17.2  ' 97.0 

629  19.2  96.8 

73  20.9  98.6  • 

650  21.8  95.6 

79  13.9  97.3 


26.7  2.0  10,9  17.0  19.'9  14,6 
li*5  12.4  14.0  4.9.  19,8 

11.0  1,0  20.9  12.0  20.8  20,7 

30.8  2.0  12.9  22. q  17.7  *  4.6 
2-5  *  1.0  23.2  26.0  0.0  25.4 

27.8  2.0  12.4  26.5  11,4  13.6 

^■"^  1-0  9.4  2^^q  0.0  23.4 


12.0   .  9400.0 

10.5  8113.0 

11.5  6262,0 

12.3  10399.0 

10.2  8744.0 

11.0  8932.0 

10.5  8113.0 


W^STSIDE 
WILLARDS 

PITTSVILLE 

BENNETT  JR  HIGH 
MARDELA  SR  JR  HIGH 
WICOMICO  JR  HIGH 


PRE  K-6 


K-12 


7-9 


7-12 


7-9 


596  19.2  96.6 
133        25.1  95.7 


28.0  3.0  13.2  21.4'  12.9 
"^•3        1-0  7*7       31.0  18.9 


600         18.6   '   92.5  29.3         3.0        I0.5  '  16.9 


.1511        22.9  94.2 
5^      .  18,7  96.1 
1381         21.1  93.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


4B1  • 


34.8  10.0  6611.0 

22.9  10.2  8744.0 
21.7          10.2  8744.0 


63.0        3.0  9.2      16.5        13.6  19.8  11,3 

29.3  2.0  11,7  18.7  12.8'  20.4  10.5 
62.5        3,0        10.1      17.7        22.9    ^      14. 0  •  11^ 


8625. a 
8002.0  . 
8984.0 


ERIC 
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(BEAVER  RUN      WlCOMICp  JR)'    '  ;   ♦  \  ^  / 

RELATION  OF- ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYUAND  NORMSy  BY  SKILL 
A-REAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLE])+\       .  "    .  ; 


TABLE  4. 


VtlCOMOCO  CUUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 

BtAVEK  RUM 
OtLMAK  MAKYLANt 

EAST  b#LlSiiUriY 
FKUIILANO 

Gi-CN  AVENUL 


SKILL  AREAS 


GRAUE  AVERAGE 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOT*L 


AVERAGE.   MARY-      OIFFFK-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
'  LAND        EmCE  "  LAND 


Oirp^ER-  AVERAGE  MARY-  DIFFER-  AVERAGE  MARY- 
ENCE  *  'LAND    '   ENCE  LAND 


SAS 

'GE: 

100.1- 

3.42 

5 

99,4 

4.94 

101.7  ^ 

3.33 

b 

9fl.9 

4.96 

9B,5 

3.50 

5 

99,5  0 

5.15 

3 

100,1 

3.4fl 

b 

102,5 

5.30 

3 

102.2 

3.5b 

5 

101,3 

5.42 

NORM 


3.50, 
4.99 

3.57 
4.93 


3.42 
5.02 

3.51 
5.23 


3.63 
5.17 


-.OA 
A. 05 

-.24 
♦  .03 


♦  .Oft 
♦ .  13 

.,03 

♦  ,07 


-,07 

♦.as 


GE 


3,60 
5.03^- 

3,49 
5.20 


3,41 
5,19 

3,64 
5,31 


3,76 
5,52 


NORM 


3.5ft 
5.M 

-3 , 68* 
5,06 


3,49 
5.14 


3»59 
5.35 


3.72 
5.27 


♦  .02 
-.08 


.19 
.14 


r.08 

♦^.05 


♦  .05 
-.04 


♦  •04 

♦  .25 


NUirTM  SALl'jBUUr 

3 

b 

itrii9 

io4 . 1 

3,72 
9.24 

3,65 
*  5.40 

4-.  07 
-.16 

3,93 

5.32'^ 

3,73 
5.52 

♦  .20 
-.20 

NOuTHKrSTLi!N 

3 
b 

If 

92,9 
100,1* 

2,ft9 
4,ft3 

3,07 
5,00 

-rift. 

-.,17 

3,02 

/ 

ii59 
5.59 

3.12 
5.13 

-.10 
-.04 

PL-ibEinON 

5 

96,7 
102,7 

3,51 
5,09 

3,32 
5.23 

♦  ,19 
-.14 

"^.39 
5.37 

♦  .20 

♦  ^22 

PlnEMU^iST 

b 

100,4 
105.2 

3,82 
5.49 

3.5B 
5.53 

.  +,24  ' 
-,04 

3,91 
5.75 

3.65 
5.b3 

♦  .26 

♦  .12 

PU».eLLVlLLL  ' 

5 

9&^6 
94,4 

3,fte 
4,5ft 

3.22 
4.62 

♦  .66  * 
-.04 

3.39 
4,81 

3j^2ft 
4.73 

♦  .11 

♦  .08 

RMINCL  STRt-ET 

3 

b 

97,9 
101,9 

3,20 
5,36 

3.30 
5.18 

-,1ft 
4,1ft 

3,21 
5,44 

3.45 
5.30 

-.24 

♦  .314 

SHARPTOWN 

3 
b 

110. 1 
10fl,9 

4,05 
5,63 

4.05 
5. 58 

♦  ,00 

♦  ,.05 

4->,30  ^ 
3,79 

4.20 
5.73 

♦  .10 

4^.06 

GE 


).ftl 
5.16 

3.70 
5.18 


4.00 
5.31 


3.«»9 
5.«i5 


4.11 
5.62 


.4.0tS 
5.77 


3^ffa. 

5*13M, 


3.93 

•i.^0 

4.17 
5.Q9 

3.98 
4.ft2 


3. -19 
5.37 


4.1)2 
6.?3 


NORM 


3.94 
5.32 


4.03 
5.27 


•  13 
.16 


-.33 
-.00 


>  GE 


3.50 
5.11 


3.5? 
5.37 


NORM 


3.61 
5.36 

3.68 
5.31 


OTFFER- 

EMCE 


-.25 

-.15 
♦  .06 


3.85 
5.33 

o 

^^.15 

3.46  » 
5.33 

3.53 
5,37 

-.q7^» 

-.04 

3.95 
5.54 

♦  .04 

♦  .01 

3.36 
5.24 

3.6] 
5.57 

-.25 
-.33 

4.0T 
5.46 

♦  .04 

♦  .16 

3.61 
5.57 

3.72 
5.50 

-.11 

4^.07 

4.08 
5.64 

V+,00 
♦  ,1^ 

3.53 
6.37 

3.72 
5.6ft 

-.19 
-.31 

3.50 
5.36 

-.Oft 
.-•25 

3.12 
5.22 

3.24 
5.39 

-.12 
-.17 

3.76 
5.52 

4.00 
5.73 

♦  .17 
-,02 

♦  .17 

♦  .2^ 

3.33  ' 
5.47 

3.73 
5.90  ^ 

3.44 
5.56 

3«65 
5.78 

-.11 
-.09 

♦  ,0ft» 

♦  .12 

3.65 
4.99 

4.33 
-.17 

3.71 

4»69" 

3.37 
5.04 

♦  .3«» 
-.35 

3.81 
5.49 

-.22  ' 
-.12 

3.21* 
5.45 

3.50 
5.53 

-.29 
-«08 

4.53 
5.95 

-  ♦.2Q 
♦  •?8 

4.42 
6.21 

4.11 
5.97 

♦  .31 

♦  .24 

t 

WtSTSIOE 

5 

9B,4 
99,3 

3,17 
4,72 

3,35 
4,ft5 

-.18 
-.13 

3,42 
4,95 

•  3,44 
5.02 

-,02 
-.07 

3.64 
5.25 

3.82  ' 
5.27 

-.1ft 

-^,02 

3.34 
5.12^ 

3.50 
5.31 

-.16 
-.19 

WILLAKOS 

3 
b 

99.5 
106.3 

3,53 
4,91 

3.44 
5.41 

♦  .OP 
-,50 

3,68 
5,26 

'    3.52  ' 
5.54 

♦  .16 
-.2ft 

3.96 
4.ft8 

3.88 
5.80 

'  ^,08 
-,92  ♦ 

3.6B 
5.40 

3,57 
5.82 

♦,11 
-.42 

PlTTSVILLE  - 

3 
5 
7 
9 

97,0 
98,2 
9ft, 2 
102.8 

1' 

3,11 
4,64 
7,04 
8,52 

3.30^ 
4.87 
6.bl 
8.47 

-,1Q 
-,23 

4.i43 
♦  ,05 

3,10 
4,95 
7,21 
8,76 

3,36 
"^4.99 
6.69 
8,54 

-,26 
-.OH 
♦  ,52 
4*22 

3.7<» 
4«98 
6,»54 
0.49 

3.74. 
5.25 
6.80 
8.49 

♦  .00 
-.27 
-*26 

♦  ,00 

3.30 
5.27 
6.96 
9.23 

3.45 

7,06 
8,78 

-,15 
*,0^ 
-.10 
♦  ,4S 

^'  athNETT  JKlllGh 

7 
9 

97,7 
103,7 

6,84 
8,B5 

6.50 
8.57 

♦  ,34 
4.2ft 

6,88 
ft, 71 

6.59 
ft, 57 

♦  .29 

♦  .14 

6.ft4 
ft. 74 

6,67 
8,50 

♦  .17 

♦  .24 

7.00 
8.98 

6,85 
8,79 

♦  .15 
♦,19 

MAHUELA  SK  JR  HiGlf 

7 
9 

95,3 
102,5 

5,94 
8,5ft 

6.27 
6.41 

-,33 

J^*17 

6,14 

a, 43 

6.38 
8.46 

-,24 
-*,03 

6,29 
ft.  39 

6^51 
8.40 

-.22 

-1,01 

6,60 
^.88^ 

6,71 
8.70 

-.11 
♦  .Ift 

WICOMICO  JK  MibM 

7 
9 

99,4 
102,^ 

6,85  - 
8,66 

6.70 
8.51 

♦  #l5 

♦  .15 

6,98 
8,65 

6.77 
8.4ft 

♦  ,21 

♦  .17 

6,ft5 
ft. 77 

6.84 
8.45 

♦  .01 

♦  •32 

6.97 
8.69 

7.04 
8,72 

-.07 
-.03 

4  Sife  CHAPTER  4t  SECTIDN  4.1.2  FDR  DEFINITIDNS  DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATIDN  DF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
*    ACCDHPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCDRES. 
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(BEAVER  RUNv  -  WICOMICO' JR-) 
TABLE  5. 


WICOMUCO  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION-OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILC/'  - 
S?"fsTKlrLr2o'N?R$!:LEM'-"''  '"^        :OECCJNOMIC,  STATUS 


bCHuOL  NAME 

BLAVEK  KUN 
OLLMAH  MARYLAND 
EAST  StL-lSJURY 

c 

•FHuITLANO 

GLEN  AVENUc 

*NO«TH  5AL;3BUHr 

NOKTKwFSTtHN 

HtMBEJlTON  , 
PltjEHUl'ST 

POwtLLVlLLu 

PKlNCt  STHKET 

ShAMPTOWN  . 

WLbTSinE 

MflLLAHOS 

PiTTSi/ILLt 

BENNETT  JH  HIGH 

maroela  sh  jr  high 

W I COM i CO  JU  HIGH 




VOCABULARY  RCAOING  COMPREHENSION  LANGUAGE  TOTAL  * 


GRAOE  AVERAGE  AVER,^6L  MARYt 
LAND 


M^THEMAJICAL  TOTAL" 


SAS 


IPO.I 
99,4 


101,7 
9Q,9 


9fl,5 

9985 

100.1 
102,5 


102,2 
101,3 


GE  NORM 


^  101,9 
104,1 


i  92,9 
&  100,1 


3  96.7 
i>  102,7 

3  ,  100,4 
"5  105,2 


95,6 
94,4 


3  97.9 
5  iOl.9. 


3  110,1 
5  1UA,9 


9^,4 
99,3 


99,5 
106,3 


97,0 
96,2 
90,2 
102.8 


97,7 
103,7 


95,3 
1U2,$ 


99,4 
102,6 


3,42 
4,94 


3.33 
4,96 


3,50 
5,15 


3,46 
5,30 


3,56 
b.42 


3,72 
5,24 


2.A9 
4. A3 


3.51 
5.09 


3.82 
5.49 


3.Aa 
4.5a 


3.20 
5.36 


4.0b 
5.6^3 


3.17 
4.72 


3.53 

'«^;9l. 


3.11 
4./MI 
7.04 
^•52 


6.A4 
6.65 

5.94 
6.56 


6*65 
a.66 


3.55 
5.11 


:t.65 
5.07 


').45 
5.12 


3.55 


3.66 
5.20 


3.66 
5.52 


3.09 

f^5.17 


3.33 
5.40 

3.57 
b.61 


3.26 
4.6A 


3.41 
■1.33 


4.19 
b.93 


3.44 
S.tl 


3.51 
5.71 


3.35 
^.01 
6^62 
«*6^ 


6.56 
0.79 

6.30 
^.65 


6.75 
a.66 


-.13 
-.17 


.32 
.11 


♦  .05 

♦  .03 


-.07 
-.Oft 


-.1? 
•♦.14 


GE 


3.60 
5.03 


3.49 
5.20 


3.41 
5.19 


3.64 
5.31 


3.76 
5.52 


.62 

.m 


-.PI 

♦  .03 


-.14' 
-.30 


-.27 
-.39 


.02 
.60 


-.24 
-.37 
♦  .42 
-.16 


3.39 
4.01 


3.21 
5.44 


4.3U 
5,79 


3.42 
4.95 


3.60 
5.26 


3.10 
4.9b 
7.21 
0.76 


♦  .2A 

♦  •06 


-.36 
-.07 


.10 
.02 


LANO 
NORM 


3.61 
5.19 


3.71 
5.15 


3«cS0 
5.20 


3.61 
5.44 


3.  75 
5.34 


♦  .06 

3.93 

3.73 

-.20 

5.32 

5.57 

-.20 

3.02 

3.13 

-.34 

5.09 

5.25 

4.16 

3.59 

3.36 

-.31 

5.59 

5.46 

♦  .25 

3.91 

3.63 

-.12 

5.75 

5.66 

3.31 
4.79 


3.46 
5.39 


4.27 
5.96 


3.49 
5.18 


3.37 
5.75 


3.40 
5.09 
6.60 
6.53 


-.01 
^^.16 


-.22 
♦.05 


-.09 
-.01 


♦  .03 
-.13 


♦  .01 

♦  .Ifl 


♦  .20 
-.25 


-.11 
-.16 


♦  .21 

♦  .13 


♦  .26 

♦  .^9 


GE 


3.«1 
5.16 


3.70 
5.16 


4.0D 
J5.31 

3.99 
-  5.S5 


4.11 

5  ..62 


4.06 
5.77 


3.42 
5.11 


.06 
.02 


.25 
.05 


♦  .03 
-.17 


.07 
.23 


.11 
.49 


-.30 
-.14 

♦  .53 

♦  .23 


3.  ^6 

4.  A6 


3.74 
4.96 
6.  "{4 
a.  49 


LANO 
NORM 


3.96 
5.37 


4.06 
5.34 


3.06 
5.36 


3.96 
5.6t 


4;09 
5.52 


4.07 
5.73 


3.51 

5^43 


ENCE 


-.15 
-.21 


-.36 

r.i6 


♦  .14 
-.07 


♦  .03 
-.06 


♦  .0? 
•♦.10 


♦  .01 

''♦.04 


-.09 
-r32 


GF 


3.50 
5.11 


3.53 
5.37 


3.46 
5.33 


3.36 
5.24 


3.61 
5.57 


3.53 
'5.37 


3. 12 
5.22 


NORM 


3.64 
S.42 


3.73 
5.38 


3.5S 
5,42 


3.64 
5.65 


3.75 
5.56 


3.74 
5.77 


3.24 
5.47 


3.92 
5.90 


3.76 
'  b.20 
6.60 
6.59 


♦  .04 
-1.02 


-.OP 
-.30 
-.26 
-.10 


3.66 
5.40 


3.30 
5.27 
6.96 
9.23 


«,nnric:n-  •»#    dCL  I  ION  .^.Ii.Z  FOR 

ACCOHMNVINC  "DIFFERENC6"  SCORES. 


6.66 
6.71 

6.63 
8.64 

♦  .25 

♦  .07 

6.n4 

0.74 

6.75 
6.60 

♦  .09 
.  ^.06 

7.00 
6.9^ 

6.14 
6.43 

6.39 
6.49 

-.25  , 
-.06 

6.P9 
6.39 

6.54 
0.56 

-.25 
-.17 

6.60 
6.66 

6.96 
0.6b 

6.80 
6.53 

♦  .16 

♦  .12 

6.85 
0.77 

6.90 
8.59 

-.05 
♦  .10 

6.97 
0.69 

USED 

AND  EXPLANATION  OF 

ASTERISK 

DTFFER- 

EfrcE 


-.1* 
-,31 

-.20 
-,01 


-.09 
-.09 


-.28 
-.41 


4.01 


-.21 
-.40 


-.12 
-.25 
/ 


3.Q3 
V.  5.50 

3.74 
5.62 

♦  .19 
-.IP 

3.33 
5,47 

3.45 
5.66 

-.  12 
-.19 
1 

<t.t7 
-  5.99 

y 

3.97 
5.^1 

♦  .2fl 

♦  .1^ 

3,>3 
5.00 

3.65 
5.85 

♦  .08 

♦  .05 

'3.96 
4.ri2 

3.69 

.5.00 

♦  .30 

3.71 
4,69 

.3.3^ 
5.04 

♦  .32 
-.35 

3.59 
5»^7 

3.82 
5.56 

-.1° 

3, PI 
5,45 

3.52 
5i60 

-.31 
-.15 

4.02 
6.23 

4.56 
6.0^  . 

♦  .24 

♦  .14 

4,42 
6.21 

4.19 
6.12 

♦  .23 

♦  .09 

3«64 
5.P5 

3.65 
5.37 

-.21 
-.12 

3.34 
5.12 

3.54 
5.41 

-.20 
-.29 

3.60 

♦  .08 

5.93 

-.53 

3.47 

-.17 

5.33 

-.06 

6.90 

-.02 

6.00 

♦  .43 

6.94 

♦ .  06* 

0.90 

♦  .00 

6.71 

-.11 

0.77 

♦  .11 

7.09 

-.12 

0.00 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL-ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4i24- 


WORCESTER  COUNTY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


A  General.     The  Worcester  County  Public  Schools  have 

d;vfeloped  H^untability  program  that^is  ^^f  2;;^^,^°  "J!?^.^^^ 
therequirements  of  Article, 77,  Section  28a,  of  the  Annotated 
rode  of  Laws  of  Maryland,  which  is  commonly  called  the  Maryland 
Educational  AccountLility  Act."  ^Worcester  County 'sjrogram 
?nrludes  the  establishment  of  goals  and  objectives,  an  assess 
iSSi  of  student  achievement  in  relation. to  goals  and  objectives, 
?he  developmSt  ofprograms  to  accomplish  school  objectives  and 
an  assessS?^c>f|j-student  achievement  as  measured  by  standardized, 
achievement  te3£§.  • 

Educational  accountability  in-  ""^^^^^ter  County  should 
be.  viewed  as  an  attempt  to  explain  the  '^^^""^/ih.eved  by  publ.c 
r.r.^r.r^r^^  nTT^rrr amq  aiid  to  ^promote- an  understanding  or  tne  rexai^iuii 

i?hSi^:«^^^ 

B  Goal  Setting  Activities.     System-i^ide  ^J^^^^ional  goals 

state  Department  of  Education 
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-  »■  4  • 

2l  4.       .  -  ^o^cester  County  School  System  Goals.    Based  upon  the  . 
-^l^^l^'^^^^^'^^^l^^"-^''^^^  and  Mathematics,  adopted 

l&y  the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Worcester  County  has 

developed  the- following  Local  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  student  upon  -completion- of  his 
felenentary-secondary  «»,ool  reading  program: 

.      '  .  ■  •  -  •  ' 

l.A.  Should  be  able,  to" identify  his  own  purposes  for  ^ 
using  print  and  fion-print  materials .  ^ 

1.  B.  Should  be  able  to  select  form  a  wide  variety  of 

available  print  and  non-print  materials  which 
are  suitable  ,-both  in  level  of  difficulty  and  ii 
....  content.     .    v  . 

2.  A.  Should  be  able  to  identify  and  apply  a-system/he 

can  use  for  recognizing  words  ^and  determininc/ 
their  appropriate  meaning.     Such  a  system  includes 
skills  of  picture,  context,  structural,"  phonic, 
and  authority  (i.e.,  glossary,  dictionary,  peer) 
clues .  "  '   „  ■  .        ■  I    I  ^ 

2.  B.  Should  be  able  to  instantaneously  and  sirr^viltaneously 

pronounce « many  wo^ds  and  identify  their  atodropriate 
meanings. 

3.  A.  Should  be  able  to^  determine-  the  intent  of  the   f  ' v 

communication  by  identifying  the  pattern  of 
thought  (i.e.,  style,  time,  mood,  cauge-ef feet , 
sequence)  used  by  the  .author. 

3.  B.  ffccording  to  his  own  experiences  and  knowledge 

about  the  content,  should  be  able  to  ask  a  variety 
of  questions  which  cause  him  to  think  lite^rally 
(i.e.,  reading  beyond  the  lines)  about  materials  and 
.  to  find  suitable  answers-to  those  questions. 

4.  A.  Should  be  able  to  follow  directions. 

•  V 

4.B.  Should  be  able  to  loc^td  references.  „ 
4.C.  Should  be  able  toj  g^iifi  information. 
4.D.  Should  be  able  to  understand- forms. 

4.  E.  Should  be  able -to  attain  per sonal- development.  '. 

5.  Should  have  a  positive  attitude  toward  "reading 
indicated  by  an  interest  in  reading  and  a  desire 

to  read .  ' 
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In  Wri^^g/  each  student  who  has  completed  the 
'eiementFary^^^sicpdary  writing  program  of  the  Worcester  .County 
School  System  ^^ould  be  able  ta:  •  v  ^ 

1.  A.  Record  his  thoughts  and  feelings  for  his  own 

'.^   use v- observing  appropriate  linguistic  forfti  and  - 
conventions  of  writing  including  spelling,,  ^ 
grammar  usage,  sentence  structxire,  and  mechanics  , 
which  a^;e  generally  accepted  as  V^orrect  by  society. 

.    I.bI  Communicate  his  thdughts  and  feelings  to  others- 
■r  observing  appropriate  linguistic  form  and  qon- 

.  ventions  of  writing  infcluding  spelling,  grammar 

usage,  sentence  structure,  and  mechanics  which 
^    are  generally  accepted  as  correct  by  society. 

2.  A.  Write  in  a  social  situation  when  so  required.  • 

Such  items  as  organization,  deyej-opment  and  form 
■of  writing  as  well  as  spelling,  grammar  usage, 
sentence  structure,  and  mechanics  accepted  as 
correct  by  society  should  be  observed. 

2.  B.  Write  in  a  business  or  vocational  situation  when 

.  so  required.     Such  items  as  organization,  develop- 

ment, axid  form  of  writing  as  well  as  spelling, 
grammar  usage,  sentence  structure,  and  mechanics 
accepted  as  correct  by  society  should  be  observed. 

-  2.C*  Write" in  a  required  scholastic  situation.  Such 
items  as  organization,  development,  and  form  of 
writing  as  well  ag^  spelling,  grairanar  usage, 
.  sentence  structure,  and  me chart ics  accepted  as 

correct  by  society  should  be  observed^ 

3.  A.  Demonstrate  the  value  of  writing  in  his  own  daily 

life  and  for  society  in  general. 

3.B.  Write  to  fulfill  personal  and  social  needs. 

3.C.  Give  evidences  of  satisfaction  derived  from  his 
writing  efforts.' 

In  Mathematics,  each  Worcester  County  student, 
commensurate  with^his  ability  and  upon  completion  of  the  required 
mathematics  courses.  Should  be  able  to:  » 


l.A.  Recall  facts  of  arithmetic. 
l.B.  Recall  units  of  measure.  • 

I.e.  Recognize  and/or  recall  terms  and  definitions. 
y  l.D.  Recognize  geometric  figures. 

I.E.  Recognize  symbols.  490 
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2 .A.  Perform  basic  operation^* 

2,B,  Solve  mathematical  sentences.  ' 

•  ' .      *  •  *■ 

2.C,  Perform  measurements. 

2.D.   Reproduce  geometric  figures. 

2.E.^  Collect  and/or  read  data. 


3. A.  Translate  from  words  to  symbols  and  symiaols  to 
,  words .  ■  •  . 

3.B.  Transform  from -one  mathematicar  representation  to 
another. . 

<  3.C.  Transform  from  mathematical  expression  to  phsyical 

model  and  physical  models  to  mathematical  expressions, 

t 

3.  D.  Expreiss  verbally  the  understanding  of  mathematical 

con,cepts  and  processes. 

4.  Select,  order,  and  apply  know:^fedge,  skills, 
information  and  techniques  for  solving  mathematical 
problems. 

'••  ^'       Transfer  and  utilize  mathematical  reasoning  and 

knowledge  to  the  solution  of  mathematical  prob- 
.;  lems  and  life  situations. 

•  f 

6. A.  Realize  contribution^  of  mathematics  to  civilization. 

6.B.  Appreciate  implications  of  mathematics  for  personal  ' 
needs . 

Objectives  Setting  Activities.     The  faculty  of  each 
school  h^s  been  making  progress  in  developing  school  objectives 
that  are  consistent  with  these  system-wide  goals.  "The  targe't 
^tnt  f°^^c?"»Pletix)n  and  approval  of  school  objectives  is  April  1, 
ivli,;  J     IS  anticipated  that  the  first  valid  assessment  and 
school  objectives  will  be  completed  during  the 
1975-76  school  year.     Each  school  will  be  responsible  for  the 
evaluation  of  Its  objectives  and  reporting  this  information  to 
parents  and  other  interested  citizens  in  the  school  community. 

r 

^'  Comments  on  the  Accountability  Assessment  Program 

,     ResuOts.     The  Maryland  'State  Department  of  Education 
has  mandated  a  regu^&r  program  of  testing  by  utilizing  nationally 
norme(3  standardised  tests.     The  results  of  these  tests  should  be 
Jhi?  ^         establishing  an  assessment  of  the  types  of  achievement 
that  aje  measured  by  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  and  provide 
base  line  data  for  measuring  progress  in  the  specific  skills 
J^f^??.^"  m      ^Ifture.     The  application  of  the  Nonverbal  Cognitive  • 
Abilities  Test  for  intelligence  will  help  to  determine  the   ~ 
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predicted  achievement  level  of  pupils.     The  Cognitive  Jollities 
Test  will  also  provide  an  indicator  for  screening  youngsters 

who  are  in  need  of  special  education  services. 

'        .  /' 

As  indicated  by  research,  the  public  schools  must  be 
cautious  when  drawing  conclusions  based  on  the  results' of  • 
standardized  achievement  tests.     One  must  first  consxder  how  well 
the  local  sample  compares  with  the  national  sample.    This  is 
necessary  since  a  child's  achievement  on  staindardi zed  tests  is  very 
closely  related  to  his  parents'  education,  family  income,  basic 
'abilities,  local  speech  patterns,  minority  group- status ,  emo- 
tional readiness,,  cultural  opportunities,  books  in  the  household, 
and  other  non-school  related  factors-     It  is  likewise  necessary 
to  determine  whether  the  local  curriculum  conforms  to  the- sample 
of  items  tested  on  a  particular  achievement  test  and  how, familiar 
teachers  and  pupils  are  with  the  kinds  pf  skills  i;ested. 

As  part  of  the  State-wide  testing  program, • the  Worcester 
County  Public  Schools  for  the  ficst  time  administered  the  Iowa 
Tests  of  Basic  Skills,  Form  5,  and  the  Cognitive  Abilities  Test 
to  all  pupils 'in  grades  3,  5,  7,  and  9.     Results  of  these  tests 
are  reported,  as  compared  to  natidnal  norms  W  State-wxde  norms. 
In  order  to  control  for  many  of  the  non-school  factors  that  affect 
test  scores^  such  as  nonverbal  ability ^ahd  socioeconomic  status, 
an  attempt,  was  made  to  measure  each. school  in  relatxon  to  an 
expected  score  based  on  the  Maryland  norm.     By  interpretxng  test 
s-faores  from  this  viewpoint,  one's  perspective  of  school  results 
becomes  more  meaningful. 

Even  though  Worcester  County  students  scored  below  the 
national  norms  in  all  tests  except  spelling,  capitalizatxon,  ^ 
punctuation,  and  total  language  at  grade  3,  the  dxfferences  between 
the  scores  attained  and  the  scores  expected  accordxng  to  the 
Maryland  norm  Were  within  what  we  consider,  the  normal  range  at 
.all  grade- levels  and  in  all  svib-tests. 

•    If  one  compares'  grade  equivalence  scores  on  the  various 
tests,  it  becomes  apparent  that  Worcester  County's  scores  are 
hidhest  dn  mathematics  and.  language  skills  at  all  grade  levels, 
reading  scorea.  aire  next,  followed  by  vocabulary. 

The  displays  that  follow  present  test  scores  in  a 
number  of  different  ways.     The -reader  should  attempt  to  study  the 
data  by  considering  each  olE  the  factors  involved.    Upon  reviewing 
school  scores  on  Table  4,  one  must  consider  that  the  only  real 
differences  that  concern  us'  are  when  there  is  a  three  and  one -ha it 
months  difference-  above  ©r  below  the  Maryland  norm.    Many  small 
differences  can  be  accounted  for  by  the  method  of  testxng,'  txme 
of  testing,  not  being- acquainted  wxth  the  test,  and  other  factors 
unrelated  to  the  test."   Of  the. sixty-four  scores  that  compare 
Worcester  ..schools  to.  the  Maryland  expected  norm,  seven  scores  were 
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three  ana  onfe-ha If  months  abovfe  the  norm,  three  scores  were  three 
and  one-half  months  below  the  norm,  and  fifty-four  scores  werfe 
Withxn  the  three  and  one-i^alf  months  range.     Th?  dis|>lay  shows 
that  schools  scoring,  three  and  ,o;ne-lia If  rttopths  ^ove  the  expecteta 
Maryland  norm  in  a  particular  suB-teit  include!     one  in  vocabulary 
at  grade  3,  one  in  reading  at  grade  3, 'two  in  language  at  gradi!:'3,>. 
two  in  mathematics  at  grade  3,  and  one  in  language  at  grade  9. 
Schools  scoring  three  and  one  Half  months  below  tlfe  expected 
Maryland  norm  include:     one  at  grade  7  in  mathematics ,  one  at  ' 
grade  9  in- vocabulary,  ,^d  one  at  gra'de.  9  i,n  mathematics".     When  , 
the  sub-test  scores  arfe  beyond  thd  thred  and  one-'half  months 
range,  they  should  be  noted  for  further  study, since  the  difference- 
could  indicate  an  exceptional  program  or  a  possi-t^l^s  -  program.  : 

Test  scores  on  the  Nonverbal- .Coqn£tive  Abilities  Test  ° 
show  the  average  intelligence tquotient  for  Worcester .County  ' 
pupiis  to  be  below  the  national  and  Maryland  average  at  all  grade  - 
levels.    .The  tremendous  individual  pupil  differences  in  nonverbal  ' 
I.Q.. ,  ranging  f;:om  49  to  145,  is  indicative  of  the  variety  of  • 
programs  needed;  to.  meet  individual  needs i    Thq  range  In  achieve-' 
ment  of  the  loWa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  conforms  to  the  wide  dis- 
tribution found  on  the  CogiyLtive  .Abilities  Test. 

P'  Program  Needs  and  Modifications.     Evjsn  though.  Worcester 

county's  test  results  conclude  n©  real  differences^ when  compared 
to  the  Maryland  norm,  the  school'  system-  should  not  be-  satisfied 
with  the  status  quo.'  There  is  a  definite  need  to  set  objective  ' 
and  strengthen  all  programs  in  order  to  improve  the  "development 
of  the  basic  skills  of  children  entrusted  £o  the  Worcester  County 
Public  Schools.     In  order  . to  make  positive  'improvements " in,  the 
educational  program,  workshops  and  dnservice  programs  -have  been." 
held  and  some  program  modifications  have  resulted.*   Schools  are 
in  the  process  of  making  an  item  analysis  of  the  test  results  to 
determine  program  deficiencies  and  to  strengthen  these  areas. 

Since  parents  are^ vitally  interested  in' the  achievement 
of  the  public  schools  in  general'^  and  of  their  children  in  particular 
a  report  will  be  sent  home  to  each,  parent  describing  the'  assess- 
ment program,  explaining  school  results  ^nd  providing  an  individual 
achievement  profile  for  each  pupil.     ,       •  .  :  . 
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-WbfiCESTER  COUNTY      *  '  '  V  .  '  . 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY' AND  PU3J.iC  SCHOOL  iRESOURCES  PROFILE* 


.  ..A.     COMMUNITV  CHARACTERISTICS  ^    .  _ 


.  .  (1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY  ' 
INCOME 

or  . 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED  - 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN  ^ 

24i442 

$7,386 

38.6 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
MALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

EDUCATIONAL  tEV% 
FEMALES  25  YEARS  ^ 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

"9.7 

X0.5 

 » —  

SCHeOL  CHARACTERISTICS      (AS  OF  SEPTEMBER,  X973)  ' 


(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(XO) 

TOT  At 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 

AVENGE 
TEACHER 
SALArY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENC-E 

6,6X2 

S9»806 

$X7,602 

9.x 

X9<7"' 

(XX) 

PERCENT  5TAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE 

(X2) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(X3) 

PERCENT 
AVO.  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 

XX.4 

X7,4 

95.2 

C.     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS    (FOR  X972-X973  5CH00L  YEAR) 


TOTAL 
PER  PUf»lL 
COST 

tX5) 

PER  PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 

(X6) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(X7) 

PER  PUPIL  • 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

$  952.34 

$7b5.25 

$74. X 

$X7.02 

* 

(X8) 

PERCENT  EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 

(X9) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCE.NT^EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL  « 
SERVICES 

X.8 

<3.07 

0,3 

•see  appendix  a  for  definition  of  terms  and  sources  of  data  provided  in  this  table. 
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WORCESTER  COUNTY 

••       '    ■  / 

'    TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 

BY  SKILL  AREAS  ^  ^ 


SKILL 
AREAS 


1(1) 


,  VOCABULARY 


12) 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


(1) 


GRADE 


ISPELLING 


lAPlTAL- 
IZATION 


ETUATION 


NUMBER  OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


511 


S62 


556 


59^ 


(3) 


PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TE5TED*t 


96.46 


93.24 


»  91.76 


65.52 


511 


562 


556 


594 


511 


562 


556 
594 


96*46 


(4)- 


NUMBER  .OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


93.24 


91.76 


65.52 


96.46 


93.24 


91.76 


511 


562 


556 
594 


911 


562 
556 


594 


65.52 


96.46 


93.24 


91.76 


65.52 


96«48 


93.24 


91.76 


65.52 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 


95.9 


96.6 


96.4 


97.3 


(6) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 


15.^4 


16.22 


15.66 


*5.94 


95. SI 


98.6 


96.4 


97.3 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)++ 


3.22 


4.65 


6.14  V 


7.66 


15.74 


16.22 


3.34 


5.02 


15.66 


6.43 


15.94 


7.65 


95.9 


98.6 


96.4. 


97.3 


95.9 


96.6 


97.3 


9i5.9 


96.8 


96.4 


97.3 


15.74 


4.06^ 


16.22 


15.16 


15.94 


15.74 


16.22 


15.66 
15.94 


15.74 


16.22 


15.16 


15.94 


'  ?'.24 


6.52 


6.12 


3.98 


5.47 


6.51 


6.04 


4.09 


9.31 


6^42 


7.11 


(8) 


STANDAI^D 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


1.12- 


1.49 


1.76 


2.-23 


1.20 


1.47 


1.61 


.2.00 


1.35 


1.77 


2.02 


2.35 


^.29 


1.56 


2.00 


2.27 


1.44 


1.58 


1.93 


1.15 


DP  9/30/73,  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  '  y 

LeR  STUDCNTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.   EXPRFSSEP  AS  A  PERCENTAGF. 

LuARD  AGE  SCORE  (SASI  DERIVED  FROM  COGNITIVE^  ABl  LITIFS  TEST.  NONVERBAL  BJIJER;^  •  EDITION. 
PeANS  FOR  THE  NAn  GROUP  FORT.RADES  3.   5.   7.  ANT)  9  ARF  100.  NATIONAL  SD  -  16. 

be  EQUIVALENCE   tGE)  DERIVED  FROM  IOWA  TESTS  OF  BASIC  SKILLS.  FORM  ^,^973.  EDITION.     THE  MFA^^^^ 
IiWaL  NORM  GR^^^  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7.  AND  9  >RE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7.  5.7.  7.7.  Q.4.  V^RrVING  SLIGHTLY 
■  eACM  SKILL  AREA.  • 
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WORCe,STER  COUNTY 

TABLE  2.     NONVERBAL  ABILITY   UVERAGE  STANDARD ' AGE  SCORE), 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT  (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKILL  AREAS 

'  '    "  '     -  /  (CONTINUED) 


•  SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
ENROLLED  * 

(3) 

PERC&NT  OF 
TESTED  «** 

(4r 

NUMBER  OF 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  f 

(6) 
STANDARD 

Dc V 1  A  T 1  OH 

(SDi, 

^7) 

averag'e 

GRADE 

cQUt  VALcNLc 

(GE)  ♦+ 

(6) 

STANDARD 
Dc V 1 ^ ION 
(ST)) 

(6) 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

?• 

3 

511 

96.41 

6 

95.9 

15.74 

3.46 

1.31 

5 

562 

93.24 

4- 

91.6 

16.22 

1.64 

7 

551 

91.76 

3 

96.4 

.  15.66 

6.36  ' 

1.99 

9 

594 

65.52 

3 

97.3 

15.94 

7.67 

2.25 

p 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

3 

511 

;  96.46 

6 

95.9 

15.74 



3.90 

1.19 

5 

562 

93.24 

4; 

96.6 

16.^2 

t   ^ 

5.23 

1.44 

7 

556 

91.76' 

3 

'  ^6.4 

15.66 

6.44 

1.72 

9 

594 

65.52 

3  - 

97.3 

15.94 

7.91 

2.00 

C8) 

flATHeHATtCAL 

^  conc'epts 

-  \ 

3 

511 

^6.46  - 

6 

15.74 

3.46 

i*6i 

562  . 

93.24 

4  ^ 

98.6 

\  

16.22 

5.14 

* 

1.30 

7 

556 

91.76 

3 

96.4^ 

15.66 

6.42 

• 

1.57 

9 

594  ^ 

65.52 

1 

3  97.3 

15.94 

7*.  93 

• 

1.95 

< 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

3 

511 

96.46 

95.9 

15.74 

3.43 

1*05 

5 

562 

93.24 

 1 

96.6 

16.22 

5.19 

1.29 

7 

—  

556 

91.76 

 1 

3 

96.4 

15.86 

6.56 

1.63* 

9 

594 

85.52 

3  : 

97.3 

15*94 

7.90 

2.00 

(10) 

511 

96.41 

6 

^5.9  ' 

15*74 

3.44 

•  98  . 

MitlMEMATICAL 
TOTAL 

5 

93.24 

4 

16.22 

5.16 

1*20  ' 

'  c\ 

7 

'  556 

91*76 

* 

3 

 — V 

96*4 

15*86 

6.48 

1*47 

9 

594 

15.52 

3 

97.3 

15.94 

7.92 

1*84 

«  AS  OF  9/30/73i  ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

NUMfER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING,  1974  DIVIDED  BY  NUMl'feR  ENROLLED  9/30/73,   EXPRESSED  AS  A  PERCPNTAGE. 

o 

t  STANDARD  AGE  5C0Re\'(SAS)  DERIVED  f^ROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  N0NV(5RBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1,  1971  (5DITI0H. 
THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,   5,   7,  AND  9  ARE  100 i  NATIONAL  SD  •  16« 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE   (GE)  DERIVED  FROM  IOWA  TEStS  OF  BASI6  SKILLS,  FORM  5,   1971  EDITION.     THE  HRANS   IN  THE 
J^ATItfNAL  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7#  AND  9  ARE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  5.7,  7.7,   AND  9.4,  VARYING  SLIAHTLV 
FOR  EACH  SKlLLoAREA. 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOi  LEVBL--C0Mf4UNITY/' AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PR0FI|E+  *  -       .  /.  ;   :  ^ 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
^(IGANI- 
ZATld.N 


rqjAL 

SCHOOL - 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PU»>IL/ 
STAFF 
RATld 
'  (31 


PERCENf 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTENr 
DANCE-'  ^ 


'1 

fOTAL  NO.  ' 

A\^PAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 

;(5) 

ADMIN» 

(6); 

TEACHER 
(7)  - 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

PERCENT^ 
^TAFF 

MASTER*! 
DEGREE 

Ok  AlOVt 
(9)  - 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

r^ERCENT 
•DISAD- 

VAN- 
tAGfD 
(101  , 

K£D1Af4 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
M0T^1PR 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 

(1,2)  f 

IISHOPVILLE 
BUCKINGHAM  ^ 
O^AN  CITY 


1-3 
K-5 


67 
646 


X6.7  96.4 


19.6  96.7 


20.3  ,95,9 


h,o  0.0 


1.0 
1.0 


PQCOMOKE  eL|M 
SNOW  HILL  ELIM 

<  K-3 

503 

19. f 
11.0 

97.3 
96.1 

^6.4 

19.9 

27t0 

IrO 

WHALEYSVILLE 

K-3 

29«0 

3.0 

0.0 

lERLtN  V 

5-« 

940 

11.4 

94..? 

49.0 

2.0 

POCOMOKE  MIDDLE 

4-1 

669 

17.1 

96.5 

37.0 

2.0 

SNOW  MILL  MIDDLE 

757 

16.0 

97.0 

4.0 

2.0 

POCOMQKE  SR  JR  HIGH 

9-12 

5*7 

17.1 

95.1 

30.0 

2.0 

SNOW  HILL  SR  JR  HI  . 

9-12 

607 

19.6 

93.1' 

29.0 

2.0 

STEPH  DECATUR  SR  '^R  > 

^-12 

8Q2 

18.8 

91.8 

45.0 

2.0 

♦  SEE  APPENlfix  A^FOR 

DEFU^niON 

OF  TERMS 

13.5  0.0 


7.f  i^.  ift.O 


10.6  '14.5 


12.9  26.0 
"^.4  32.0 

9.1  0.0 

o 

7.9  24.3 
tl.2  24.^ 


9.7  22.5 


0.0- 

6£3» 

4.4 


'10.7 
0.0 
11.8 

7.f 


15.2 
121.8 
14.3 

24.6 
23.4 
23.2 
19. i 

>23.0 


10.2  6231*0 
10.4  7646.0* 


12.0 


10.2 

10.  a 

10.3 


10.1 


7f55.0 


10. S  7242.0 
1^.1  7122.0 


6717.0 

7644.0 

7241.0 

>i23;() 

i 

7241 «0 
7123.0 


10.8  7644.0 


J 
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"table  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO. MARYLAND  .N0RWS7  BY  SKILL 
^L^EAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY/STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  \  - 


WURCEbTEK  COUNTY 
SCHOOL  SYSrEM 


aisHOPvii.i.c 

UUCKlriOHAH 
OCLAN  CITY 


Skill  areas 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦•♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦*♦**♦*♦*»♦*♦»♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦«♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦*♦♦♦♦**♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦**♦**♦♦***** 

MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


6CH0OL  NAME  GRAuE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY*  OJFFER 


5AS 

98.6 
94.7 


3  105.0 
5  103.4 


GE 

3.33 
2*99 


3.55 
&*26 


LAND 
NOPM 


3,36 
3*16 


3.81 
5.30 


..ence 


-.03 
-.17 


-.26 
-.02 


GE 

3.19 
3.10 


3.91 
5.30 


LAND 
NORM 


3.47 
3.23 


3.93 
5.45 


ENCE 


•.28 


-.02 
-•15 


(?E 

4.26 
3.67 


4.06 
5.44 


LAND 
NORM 


3.84 
3*61 

4.l7 
5.55 


ENCE- 


+  i42 


GE 

3.51 
3.35 


.11 


LAND 
NORM 


3.5t 
3.32 


+  .00 
♦  .03 


3,77  *  3.86  -.09 
5.26  5.60  -.34 


POCOMOKE  tLEM 


SNOM  HILL  CLEM 

Wh/XEY^VlLllt' 

atKLlM' 


90.6 
95.8 
93.8 


96.7 
98.0 


3.40 
3.11 
3.28 


4.62 
6.31 


2.92 
3.21 
3.10 


4.78 
6.52 


♦  .48 

-.in 

♦  .18 


-.16 
-.21 


3.51 
3.14 
3.35 


4^86 
6.66 


2.97 
3.29 
3.16 


♦  .54 
-.15 

♦  .1^ 


i*»92  -.06 
6.62  ^.04 


4.30 
3.ft7 


5.04 
6.77 


3.36 
3.67 
3*55 


5.11 
6.69 


♦.94  *     3.48  3.11 
+  .00        3.28  3.37 
.  +.12        3.67  3.27 


-.07 
♦  •08 


b.fl3 

6r65 


5.16- 
6.89 


♦  .37 
-.09 

♦  .4d 


-.13. 
-.24 


POcOMOt'E  MIDDLE 


5  102.2 
7  96.0 


5.171 
b.lO 


5.09 
6.33 


f.08 
-i23 


5.34 
6.26 


5^24 
6,44 


♦  .10 
-.18 


5.46 
6.23 


5.48 
6*S5  ' 


.02 
•  32 


5^3'*/ 
6.17 


5,51  . 
6,77 


-.17 
••60.  -» 


SNoW  1 1  ILL  MIODLe 


95.8 
94.3 


4.j&l 
5.89 


4.66 
6.16 


•  05 
^27 


4.80 
6.21 


4.80 
6.28 


♦  .00 
-.07 


5.14 
6.12 


5.04 
6^41 


♦  ao 

-.29 


5.12  5.09  i'.03 
6.51  6,62  -.11* 


POCOMOfE  St<  JR  HIGH  9  96.3  7.81 
SNOW  HfLk  SR  Jr  HI  9  95.7  7.66 
STEPH  DECATUR  SR  JR    9      98.9  T.62 


7.77 
7.71 
8.06 


♦.Ot* 
-.05 
-.4»»- 


7.?5 
7.76 
7.98 


7.74 
7.67 
8.U1 


♦  •01 

♦  .09 
-.03 


8.24 
7.72 
7.84 


7.83 
7.78 
8*05 


4  SEE  CHAPTER  SECTION  4,1*2  FDR  DEFINITIONS  DF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  DF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
*  .  ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCDR^ 


♦  .41 
-.06 
-.21 


7.«3 
8.18 


8.04 
7^99 
8^29 


..21 
-.39 
-•11 
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'     TABLE-  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO^ MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

.     AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*^ 


t|ORCE<>TER  C0UM1V 
SCHOOI.  SYSTEM 


-  SKXI.L  AREAS 

VOCABUUARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAOe  TOTAU 


- 

SCHOOU  NAM^  GRADE 

average'  AVER;,GE 
SAS  GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DlFFfR- 

EfiCE 

average' 

GE 

MARY- 
LAND 

NORMo 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

GB 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

■  ; 

DIFFER. 
ENCE 

BlSHOPVlUt 

3 

98,(& 

3,33 

3.45 

-.12 

3.19 

3.51 

-.32  * 

4.26 

3.86 

*M 

BUCKINGHAM 

'94,7 

2.99 

3.20 

-.21 

3.10 

3.25 

-.15 

3.67 

3.62 

+  .05 

OCEAN  CITY  . 

3 
5 

105.0 
103.4 

3.5$ 
5.28 

3.86 

^  iLf* 
3..  **Q 

-.31 

..in 

3.91 
5.30 

3.93 

.  Sr.  51 

-.02 
-.21 

4  .06 
5«44  , 

4.^6 
5.68 

-.20 
-.24 

POCOHOKE  ElEM 

90.6 

3.40 

2.94 

•f.46 

3.51 

2.98 

+  .53 

4.30 

3.37  ' 

♦  .93  ♦ 

SNOW  HTLL  £LEM 

3 

95. B 

3.11 

3.27 

-.16 

3.14 

3.32. 

-.18  ^ 

;^.67 

3*69 

^.02 

UHALEYSVluLE 

3 

93.8 

3.2dt 

3.14 

3'.  3b 

3. 19 

^.67 

3 . 56 

♦  .11 

BEi^LlU 

5 
7 

\ 

96.7 
9B.Q 

4.6';? 
6.31 

4.68 
6.60 

-».26 
.  -.29 

4.86 
6.66 

• 

4.97 
6.66 

-.11 

t.OO 

5.04 
6.77 

5.17 
6.78 

-.13 
-.01 

POcOMOkE  MIODLt 

7 

102.2 
96.0 

5.17 
6.10 

5.36 
6.38 

-.19 
-.28 

5.34 
6.26 

^*  ?.42 
6.46. 

-.08 
-.20 

5.46 
6.23 

5.59 
6.60 

-.13 
-.37 

Snow  HTLL  MlODl^e 

5 
7 

95.8 
94.3 

"  4.61 
&.89 

4.81 
6.19 

-.20 
-t.30 

4.80 
6.21 

4.90 
6.29 

'  -.10 
-.08 

5.14 
6.12 

5.10 
6.45 

♦  .04 
-.33 

^pocomokE  sk  jh  high 

9 

96r3 

7.81 

7.94 

-.13 

7.75 

7«76 

-.01 

8*24 

7.95 

♦  .29  • 

SNOW  HILL  i^R  UK*HI 

9 

95.7 

7.6^ 

7.«7 

-.21 

7.69 

+  .07 

7.72 

7.89 

-.17 

STEPH  DECATUR  SR  JR  j 

9 

98.9 

7.62 

A. 24 

-.6? 

7.98 

8.07 

-.09 

7.^4 

8.20 

-.36 

MATHEMATICAL  TOT^IL 


6E 

3.51 
3.35 


3.77 
5.26 


3.28 


3.67 


5.03 
6.65 


S«34 
6.17 


5.12 
6.51 

7.fl3 

7.60 
8.18 


LAND-  ENCE 
NORM 


3.56 
3*34  4 


.«05 

01 


3^91 

♦5:71 


3.12 
3.40 


-.14 
-.45 


♦  .36. 
-.12 


3.29  ♦•38 


5.22 
6.96 


5.62 
6.78 


5.15 
6.62 


-.31 


-.28 
-•61 


-.03 
-.11 


8.09  -•26 


a. 03 
a.3n 


.43 


-.20 


♦    *!coSMSIl!5G\?ISEi°llcE';'S§oJ^^  °'  explanation  .of  ASTERISK 
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LOCAL  SCHOOL  SYSTEM  LEVEL— ACCOUNTABILITY  ASSESSMENT  INFORMATION 


4**25  BALTIMORE  CITY 

School  System  Goals  and  Objectives 


< 


BALTIMORE  CITY 


iJ 


?1 
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A,  .  Goal  SettxW  Activities-,    The  Baltimore  City  Public  School 
System  has  advanced  and  .will  continue  to  advance  in  the  area  of  goal 
setting.    The  goal  of  improving  the  achievement  in  instructional  areas 
has  been  the  main  focus  of  Baltimore  City  for  several  years.  The 
Maryland  legislation  pertaining  to  goals  for  the  system  and  for  schools 
seems  to  have  confirmed  that  the  Baltimore  City  Public  School  System 
has  moved  in  the  right  direction.        '  ^ 

In  terms  of  progress*  relating  to  system-wide  goals  and  the 
school  system,  such  goals  have  been  written  and  submitted  to  the 
Maryland  State  Department  of  Education  in  conformance  with  the  > 
accountability  requirements  for  reading,  mathematics ,  and  writing. 

* 

B.  Baltimore  City  Public  School  System  Goals.     Based  upon  the 
State-wide  Goals  in  Reading,  Writihg,  and  Mathematics,  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  State  Board  of  Education,  Baltimore  City  Public  Schools 

,have  developed  the  following  Loc^l  System  Goals: 

In  Reading,  each  student  upon  cc^ttipletion  of , his  elementary 
school,  middle  school  and  secondary  school  reading  program:' 

l.A.  Should  be  able  to  identify  his  oWn  purpdses  for  using 
print  and  no nprint  materials. 

l.B.  Should  be  able  to  select  from  a  wide  variety  of 

available  print  and  nonprint,  those  materials  which 
'     ,  are  suitable  in  level  of  difficulty  and  in  content. 

"-5"'  -509 


2.A> ^Should  be  able  to  identify  and  ^pply  a  system 

he  can  use  for  recognizing  words  and  determining 
their  appi^<jpr iate  meaning.     Such  a  system  includes  • 
skills  of  letter  knowledge,  picture-object  clues, 
word-form  clues,  context . clues ,  phonetic  and 
structural  analysis  as  well  as  reading  aids  such 
as  glossary,  dictionary,  peer  clues,  etc. 

2.  B.  Should  be  able  to  instantaneously  and  simultaneously 

pronounce  many  words  and  identify  their  appropriate 
meanings. 

3.  A.  Should  be  able  to  determine  the  intent  of  the 

communication  by  identifying  the*  pattern  of 
,  thought  {e.,g.,  style,  time,  mood,  cause-effect, 
sequence)  used  by  the  author. 

3.  B.  According  to  his  own 'experiences  and  knowledge  about 

the  content,  S'hould  be  able  to  respond  to  a  variety 
of  ,  questions  which  cause  him  to  ^link  "literally, 
infer^ntially ,  critically,  and  creatively  about 
materials  and  to  find  suitable  answers  to  those 
questions. 

4.  A.  Should  be  ah\e  to  follow  directions. 
4.B.  Should  be  able  to  locate  referenced 
4.C.  Should  be  able  to  gain  information. 
4.D.   Should  be  able  to  understand  forms. 

4.  E.  Should  be  able  to  attain  personal  development. 

■J 

5.  Should  have  a  positive  attitude  toward  reading 
indicated  by  an  interest  in  reading  and  a  desire  * 
to  read.  . 

In  Writing,  each  student  when  he. has  achieved  the  gbals: 

l.A.  Records  his  own  information,  idea?  and  feelings  for. 
his  personal  use.     Such  recording  will  observe  the 
conventions  of  rhetoric,  mechanics  of  writing  and 
levels  of  usage  appropriate-  to  the  situation* 


ERIC 


1.  B.  Communicates  -to  others  his  own  information,  ideas 

^  and  feelings.     Such  ^recording  will  obse:^ve  the 
conventions  of  rhetoric,  mechanics  Df^  wiriting  and 
levels  of  usage  appropriate  to  the  situatioh, 

2.  A.  Writes  in  response  to  the  obligatior^a,  of  business 

or  vocational  situations',  observing  the  accepted 
conventions  of  writing. 
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'2.B.  Writes  in  response  to  the  obligations  of  * 
social . situations^  observing  the  accepted 
conventions  of  writing*  f-^  ^ 

2.  C.  Writes  in  response  to  the  obligations  of 
scholastic  situations ^  observing  the 
accepted  conventions  of  writing  A 

3.  A..  Demonstrates  an  awareness  of  the  fact  that 
people  write  for  a  variety  of  personal  and 
social  neieds,  ■  \ 

3.B.  Writes  voluntarily  to.  fulfill  personal  and 
social  heeds. 

B.C.  Evidences  "satisfaction  from  writing. 

,  '  In  Mathematics y  each  student  who  has  completed  the 

ilementary-secondary  school  mathematics , program  of  the  Baltimore 
City  Pxiblic  Schools  should  be  able , to: 

l.K.  Recall  mathematical  facts* 

^  l.B.  Identify  and  ri^e  mathematical  symbols.  , 

I.e.  Identify  and  name  geometric  shapes  and  figures . 

*►      ■  ' 

1.  D.  State  the  meaning  of  mathematical!  terms. 

*  * 

2.  A.  Perform  the  basic  operations  .of  addition^ 

'    subtraction,  multiplication  and  division. 

2,B.  Complete  ntmber  sentences  to  mal^e  them  true •  ,  ^ 
^  2,C.  Measure  using  standard  and  non-standard  units. 

2.  D.  Draw  geometric  shaj^es  and  figures. 

'       3. A.  Recognize  that  a  number  has  many  different  names. 
3*.B.  Understand  the  concept  of  place  .valt;^^  .    ^  . 

3.  C/ Understand  the  concept  of  a  fractioj^  (ratio  and 

percent) .   *  »  ^ 


3. D.. Translate  mathematical  symbols  to  words  and  words  to 
ma thema t  ic  al  symbo Is. 

3.E.  Interpret  and  construct  graphs. 

3.F.  Understand  the 'concept  of ^ measurement . 

3.  G.  Understand  the  concept  of  grouping  and  order. 

4.  A.  Select  the  information  and  techniques  needed  to 

solve  a  problem.        =  K  \  a 
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4.B.  Apply  the  appropriate  slcills?>4.'B  a  logical  ■ 
sequence  to  solve  a  problem.^"       ■  ^ 

4.  C.  Estimate  a  reasonable  answeA  lor  a  problem.       ^  »■ 

,  '  ■  ■'         •■'  'C 

^,:4.D.  Follow  or  find  a  f  law,  in  a  given  solution. 

5.  A.  Recognize  mathematical  patterns  and  relationships. 

5*B.  Recognize  the  existence  of  a  problem,  state  it 
formally,  list  the  hypothesis  and  obtain  its 
solution. 

5.C.  Transfer  and  use  knowledge  in  new  situations. 


5.D, 


Plan  for  the  futtire  using  mathematical  reasoning 
to  make  decisions.  —  . 


e.A.'  Recognize  \the  importance 'and  relevance  of 

mathema,tic.!s.4:d  the  indO^vidual  and  to  society.  ' 

6.B.  Participate  in  the  learniiig  of  mathematics  beyond 
that  which  is  reguii^e<=|,^g/ 

^     Ob j fee tive  Setting  Adl:ivi^iel?  '  1^  1  f>mnr-o  city  Public 
nHHo^i-S^^^®""  ^^^2  ^dv^nced  in  the  area  of  objective- setting.  * 

Objective  No.  1  for  the  Baltimore  City  Public  School  System  for 
the  school  year  1974-75  is  to  improve  achievement  levels  in 
reading,  writ:ing  and  mathematics.     To  reach  this  objective  and 
the  system-wide  goals,  the  Baltimore  City  Public  School  System 
has  establishe(3  other  objectives  which  may  ,b^  necessary  to  produce 
95gfnizational  efficiency  at  all  levels  which  will  contribute  to 
achieving  instructional  goals. 

°*,  ,  .     ^    Accountability  Assessment  Program.     The  Baltimore  City  - 
Public  School  System  recognizes  that  the  State-wide  testing 
associated  with  accquntability  has  been  a  documentation  of  the 
present  status  of  pupils  -in  M^yland  as  it  relates  to  some  uniform 
basis  of  reporting  standardiz|&  test  results.     Thus  the  data 
collected  for  the  Baltimore  City  Public  Schools  is  viewed  as  being 
descriptive  and  not  comparative  in  purpose.     In  general  the 
S?Jh?«"'t?°^  °^  Baltimore  City  public  school  pupils  fell  consistently 
ni^       1     ^1""°^  ''^''^^  °^  averages  reported  for  the  State  of  Maryland. 
SJLTh  feature  of  the  .Maryland  Assessment  Program  is  that^it 

provided  a  fundamental  step  in  establishing  an  equitable  basis  for 
interpreting  State-wide  test  scores  among  school  system  and  within 
school  systems.     That  is,  the  "Assessment  Program  provided  data  which 
was  statistically  controlled  to  reflect  certain  characteristics  of 
a  given  school  system  or  school.     These  were  relative  socioeconomic 
status  reflected  by  median  income,  and  measures  of  .nonverbal  ability 
on  a  standardized  test.     The  computation  of  expected  averages  in 

averaged  for  a  given  school  based  on  sucfi  controls 
provided  a  better  interpretation  of  the  descriptive  test  result^.  ' 
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In  the  Baltimoire  City  Public  Schools  the  differences  in 
observed  and  expected  averages  for  each  school  ranged  from 
fractions  or  months  below  and  above  the  expected  averages. 
The  significant  feature  for  the  Baltimore  City  Public  Schools 
is  that  on  the  average  the  above  and  below  differences  in  months 
'tended  to  cancel  themselves.     Based  on  the  status  testing  data  ; 
reported,  the  indication  is  clear  that  -the  Baltimore  City  PubliQ. 
School  System  is  perfoirming  in  an  effective  manner. 

I-  '  ■        ■  ^ 

_E.  Unmet  Needs  for  Reso\irces  to  Permit  Improvement  of 

Programs  and  Services.'    The  Maryland  Assessment  data  alone  indicate 
the  need  tor  high  intensity  instructional  programs  to  propel  the 
system  on  the  way  to  accomplishing  school-building,  system-wide  and 
State  objectives.     The  financial  plight  of  Baltimore  City  needs  ^no 
documentation.     Therefore,  -it  is  evident  that  the  Baltimore  City 
public  School  System  has. unmet  needs  fo±  resources  to  permit 
improvement  of  programs  and  services.     Some  specifics  are:  Personnel 
needs  (instructional,  resource,  classified  and  administrative); 
Facilities  needs  (accelerated  maintenance  and  building  program); 
Seriiie  nLL  (improved  procurement  and  distribution!;  Data  Processing 
needs  (modification  of  software  system) ;  Community  and  Communication 
needs  (facilities  for  transmitting  and  receiving  information  to 
community  and  scho6ls) ;  Political  needs  (the  recognition  and 
dedication  of  Staj;e  government  in  the  resolution  of  urban  problems)  . 
If  the  Baltimore  C^ity  Public  School  System  and  the  counties  are  to 
meet  .the  goals  of  the  accountability  legislation,  >the  need  for 
resources  cannot 'go  unrecognized. 
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BALTIMORE  CITY 

TABLE  1.       COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  PROFILE* 


A.     "CQHHUNITY  CHArXcT^RIST^.? 


TOTAL 
POPULATION 

(2) 

HEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 

1  ^  

PERCENT  % 
DISADVANTAGED 
SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

905|757  • 

S8t8X5 

38.0 

'  i  * 

(4) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
HALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(HEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

(5) 

EDUCATIONAL  LEVEL 
FEMALES  25  YEARS 
OF  AGE  OR  OLDER 
(MEDIAN  SCHOOL  YEARS) 

9.9 

X0.2 

»•     SCHOOL  CHARAdTERlSTlCS    (AS  QF  SEPTEMBER,  X973) 


(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

'  .(9) 
AVERAGE  ' 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 

(10) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENf^OLLMENT 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
S^ARY 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 

AVERAGE  , 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

X82»733 

$10,784 

$18,839 

.  ,  10*6 

26.9 

c 

•  (11) 

PERCENT  STAFF 
MASTERS  DEGREES 
OR  ABOVE  • 

(12) 

SCHOOL  LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 

(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG*  DAILY 
ATTENDANCE  , 

22.0 

21.1 

87.2 

C.     FINANCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS      (FOR  1972-1973  SCHOOL  YEAR) 


(14) 

TOTAL 
PEK  PUPIL 
COST 

(15) 

per  pupil 
instructional 
co5ts 

(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED  TO 
INSTRUCTION 

(17) 

PER' PUPIL 
ADMINISTttATIVE 
(CENTRAL  OFFICE) 
COSTS 

S  890.17 

$655.05  ' 

73*9 

$26.54 

(18) 

Percent  expenses 

allotted •to 
administration 
(central  office) 

(>9) 
PER  PUPIL 
PUPIL  tPERSON- 
NEL  SERVICES 
COSTS 

(20) 

PERCENT  eXPENSE^ 

ALLOTTED  TO 
PUPIL  PERSONNEL. 
SERVICES 

2.9 

$13.84 

1.5 

•SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINTION  OF  TERMS  AND  SOURCE^  OF  DATA  PROVIDED  IN  THIS  TABLE. 
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BALTIMORE  CITY. 
TABLE  2. 


NONVERBAL  ABILITY   (AVERAGE  STANDARD  AGE  -SCORE )  r 
AND  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT   (GRADE  EQUIVALENCE), 
BY  SKJLL  AREAS  .  ' 


SKICL 
«  AREAS 

(1) 

QRM)E 

(2) 

NUMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
.  ENROLLE.>* 

C3)  ' 

.PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 

(4)  ' 

NUMBER  OF 
,  SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD) 
AGE 
SCORE 
{SAS)+ 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD) 

(7) 

ft  i# cn  ft ^ 

AVER  Auc 
GRADE 
•  EQUIVALfNCc 

(8) 

STAN^DARD' 
DEVIATION 
( SD ) 

(1') 

■■A 

•7»20 

li42 

1 

89.9;  ^ 

15.63 

2.84 

i.ai 

c 

85*49 

138 

90.  8 

15.66  . 

4.37 

1.51 

/VOCABULARY 

7 

15318 

r  7 

^  89.6 

'16*^* 

6.70 

1.83 

9 

12167 

79  •  12 

i  15.4-2 

7.40 

1.96 

(2) 

READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION ' 

3  ' 

14605 

37.20 

3/42 

HQ  Q 

15.^3 

2.86  . 

1,07 

5 

14166 

85»49  «. 

138 

on  M 

'     15  ibf> 

•  4.42 

1.33 

7 

15318 

15.02 

-1^  

99.6 

16.18  ^     1       •  5#7^ 

1.65 

9 

12167 

.79.12 

39 

*   9li 9 

15.42     J          7  ..15  s 

>      '  * — 

1.90  ■ 

SPELLING 

3 

14605 

^  87.61 

^  142 

'  89.9 

15.63                 3.50  ► 

— U  — 

1. 35 

5 

14166 

%6.23b 

138 

'  90  ■  8 

19.66 

'  4,98 

1.77  • 

7 

15318 

75.55 

29 

89*^ 

'  16.18 

6.22  , 

'        2 . 14 

9 

12167 

711    C  9 

r  o . P£  ^ 

39 

91 19 

15.42 

7.91 

2.33 

(4) 

^CAPITAL*- 
IZATION 

3 

14805 

87.  61 

1  A9 

89  *9 

15.63 

3.33 

J^.27 

5  % 

14166 

\  

DO. 

138  t 

90.  8 

a5.«66 

5.02  0 

•  1.63 

7 

15318 

75.55 

^  29 

69.6 

16.18 

6.43 

2.^1 

9 

12167 

78.52 

39 

• 

 "53  ~ 

^5.42 

'     J. 99 

2.22  « 

1  PUNCTUATION 

3 

14805 

87.61 

142 

69.9, 

15.630 

•  3.50  , 

1*32 

5 

14166 

86.25 

138 

90.1 

^5.66 

4^95 

1*59 

7 
% 

15318 

75.55 

29  ' 

89*6 

16.18 

1*91 

12167  ^ 

76.52 

39 

I5t42 

7.80 

2.11 

♦  AS  OF  ^/BO/TSi  ADJUSTED  TO* INCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES. 

**  NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED  SPRING.  1974  DIVIDEI,  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73.  EXPRFS^El,  AS  A  PERCENTAGE. 

FOR  ea/:h  skill  area. 
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BALTIMORE  CITY 
TABLE  2. 


ability   (AVERaIsE  standard  age  SCORE)-, 
AN'D  ACADEMIC  ACHIEVEMENT.' (GRADE' EQUIVALENCE) , 
BY  SKILL  AkEAS 

(CONTINUED) 


■ « 

•  SKILL 
AREAS 

(1) 
GRADE 

NgMBER  OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED  * 

PERCENT  OF 
STUDENTS 

TCCTCn 

1 Cd 1 cu  *v 

NUMBER  OF 

'  SCHOOLS 
TESTED 

(5) 
AVEMCE  . 
STANDARD 
JAGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)  t 

(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)  ft 

46) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 

3 

14605 

•7.61 

142 

•f.f 

15.63. 

1  HA 

.  1.24 

langWge 

.  5 

14166 

66.25 

136 

90.1 

15  .66 

4.53 

1.55 

T 

1531S 

75.55 

29 

•f  .4 

14  all 

6.03 

l.ti 

9 

12167 

■^76.52 

39 

91.9. 

15*42 

7.35 

2.14 

'  -  3 

14105 

67.61 

142. 

69^.9 

15.63 

3.36 

<  1.11 

LANGiUAGE 
TOTAL 

5 

'  14166 

16.25 

Ji  JD 

 ^ 

90.6  \ 

.  15.66 

4.19 

.  1.41 

7 

— f  

15310 

75.55 

29 

i 

: — I- 

69.6 

 ■■  ^ 

16«lt 

6*24 

i.Yo 

9 

12167 

76.52 

39 

91.9 

15.42 

7.76 

1.66 

(8)  . 

3 

14105 

t7.29 

142 

(' 

69.9 

15*63 

3.06 

.92 

MATHEMATICAL 

CONCEPTS 

'5 

.  14166 

06.49 

136 

i  90.6 

15  .66 

4.75 

1.23 

•  7 

15316 

73.92 

'  69.6 

16.16 

6.19 

'  1.47? 

9 

12167 

79.63 

 1 

 1 

1 

91. 9o 

15.42 

7.71 

1.73 

3 

T  

14605 

D  f  .  ^  V 

142  1 

69.9 

15.63 

3.06 

.99  ' 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 

5 

14166 

66.49 

136  1 

90.1 

15.66 

4.64 

1.24 

7 

t 

15316 

73.92 

1 

29  I 

69.6 

t 

16.16  " 

6.06. . 

1.57. 

o 

9 

12167 

79.63^ 

39  ! 

91.9 

'  15.42 

<;  7.55 

1.65  , 

(10) 

3 

67,29 

142 

•9%  9 

15.63 

3.(3i 

•  •9> 

4 

mathcmaticaY'^ 

TOTAL 

5 

.    .  66.49 

b  i  'jj^*'  

136 

* 

90.6 

15.6* 

4.62 

.  1«X3 

7 

15^16 

73.92 

29 

69.6  ^ 

16.16 

6.15 

1.39. 

9 

12167.  ''^  • 

  ■  ''i't^ 

79.63 

f5 ,  - 

91.9 

15^42 

'7.65 

1.65  • 

♦  AS  OF  9/30/73f  ADJUSTED  TQ*ijWCLUDE  NONGRADED  CLASSES.  *  ' 

NUMBER  STUDENTS  TESTED .  SjS^^.,  1^74  DIVIDED  BY  NUMBER  ENROLLED  9/30/73,  EX^RgSSED  AS  A  «RCENTAGE. 

t;  STANDARD  AGE  SCORE  ( SAS )  bElftlvri  FROM  COGNITIVE  ABILITIES  TEST,  NONVERBAL  BATTERY,  FORM  1,  1971  ED.IT!OM. 
THE  MEANS  FOR  THE  MATIOMA'L  NORM  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARE  100|  NATIONAL  SD  •%  16. 

tt  GRADE  EQUIVALENCE J(G&|'  Derived  from  IQHA  tests  of  BASIC  SKILLS, N^ORM  5,  1971  EDITION.     THE  MEANS  IN  THE  - 
.NATIONAL  NOR+(  GROUP  FOR  GRADES  3,  5,  7,  AND  9  ARJE  APPROXIMATELY  3.7,  5.7,  7*7,  ANfi  0.4,  VARYINC  SLIGHTLY 
FOR  EACN^  SKILL  AREA. 
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TABLE  3.    .SCHOOL  LEVfL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES- 
.PROFILE*     •  '  . 


^SCHOOL  HAHE 


.* 

PERCENT 

.  MADE  ' 

TOTAL 

AVEMGE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

OKGANI- 

ENR6iL- 

STAFf 

ATTEN- 

^ATIO^i 

HENT 

rtATIO 

DANCE 

(1)  > 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

lOTAL  NO. 


TEACHEK  ADHIN 
(5)  (6) 


A/ERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 


TEACHER 
(7) 


ADHIN, 
(0) 


PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
T ION*  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($) 
(12) 


ABBOTTSTON 


ABRAHAM  LINCOLN 


K-6 


ALEXANDER  HAMILTON  K-^ 


ARLINGTON 
ARMI$TEAD 

ARMISTEAD  GARDENS        PRE  K-6 


K-6 


ARUNDEL 


ASHBURTON  ELEM 


BARCLAY 


BARRi;ST6R  CHARLES 
CARROLL 


K-6 


BAY  BpOOK 


BEECHFIGUD 


BELMONT 


BENJAMfN  BANNEKER 


BENTALOU 


BCTSY  ROSS 


BFCe'HHS  LANE 


BROADWAY 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


K-6 


2-6 


K-6 


K-6 


•66        26.2  90.0 


699  29.0 


31«<'        2-0  10..1      2<>.7      24.2  21.5 

27.0        1.0  13. i      33.0  21.4 


10.4  7920.0 


35.6  1.9 


6913,0 


29.0        2*0  14.1      23.3  1' 


'44.0  2.0 


776  25.0  9Z.3 

K-5          1352  •     29.4  90. • 

342  26.3  •9*0  12.0  1.0 

600  17.1  92.3  33.0        2.0  10,2      25.7  17.1 

814  ^6.c7  92.3  28.0        2.5  12,6      32.4  11.5 


If 


\  26. •  10.0    N  7952.0 

9.6       30.5      19.6  22.2  10.5  BBIO.O 

6.5      33.0        7.7  15.3  1.5        '  •206.0 


6.8  9.4 


40.5  10.5 


453        30'.J    .94.6  14.0        1.<J^       13.0    '  30.o"v20.0  12.9  12.4  * 

.757        24.0      91.6  29.0        2.5  ,9.V   ,27.6      20.6  30.2  11.6 

9.,4       30.0      13.6  30. fl.2 


599         y7.2       90.9  21.0  1.0 

V  V 


54-3        24.7      91.0  21.0        1.0  13.9      17.5  22.7 


23.0  9.5 


8994.0 


6421.0 


lQr386.0 


7925.0 


6959.0 


8402.0  . 


K-6  1419         30.8      94.0  44.0        2.0    '      l5.6      2B.0  17.4 


3.6  11.4  10323.0 


553        21.3      94.2  24.0        2.0         44. 3      27.0  26.9 


22.4  10.2  8933.0 

218        16. 86.2  12.5        1.0  10.0      37-4^      7.4  43.8  10.9  6539.0 


968        27.7      93.5  33.0        2.0  12.2      29.5  29.7 

^567        25. •      91.8  21.0      ^  1.0  19.6      29.0  U.2^ 

s 

874        25.0      93.8  33.0        2.')  10.1      37.0  •.6 

319        21.0      92.2  14.0        1.0  10.3      31.0  13.3 


28.4  9.6 


1^6.4  8.9 


7707.0 


7191.0 


9.2 


9.6  •10195.0 


A7.2  8.6 


56  3^.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  TOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS.  . 
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U*L1I''>0R£  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


(ABBQ.TTSTON.  -  BROADWAY)       *  ' 

TABLE  4/  REeATION  OF  •ACHieVEMENT  jO  MARyL^  SKILL 
*         -        '     AREAS, »  WI.TK  NONVERBAL. ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 

XONTROLLEB* 


— •  -'•'"rtr- 

\       ^    ^.^..^«^..  L amchaGE  total     .  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

VOCABULARY        -         REA0XN6  COMPREHtNSXON^  LANGUAOE  TOTi»i.  ^ 


SAS 


AbijOTTSTON^ 
AiiHAHAf'*  LIllCOLH 
ALtXArmCR  HAMILTON 
AHuIHOTON 
AHMiiTI'A^ 
AH^ISlFAti  OARUtNS 
AMUNJe.L  « 
ASuUUilTON  tLEH 
UAhCLAY 


BAilfU^TtH  CHARLES 
CARROLL 


QAy  UMnOK 
atCCKFlEbO 

ritiMOijT 

BUiJAMlN  UANNLKER 

OLtlTALOU 

HitlSY  ROSS 


OKUiMS  LANL 
UROAOtfAY 


»  LAND 
fE  I  NORM 


3 

67,5 

2.HH 

b 

92.H 

3.69 

2*60 

• 

87.2 

3 

2.61 

5 

8t*3 

/ 

3 

87.6 

'2.  60 

S 

89.5 

H.IO 

8B.9 

2*65 

5 

a9.8 

H.56 

3 

91.1 

3.13 

5 

9H.6 

I. 62 

3 

B9.7 

,  2.76 

5 

87.3 

3.92 

3 

9«».3 

2.78 

5 

9«».«l 

H.ilil 

3 

97.6 

3.21 

5 

88.0 

<».29 

3 

93.0 

2.66 

s 

96.5 

4.59 

3 

92.1 

2.A1 

b 

95.6 

4.36 

3 

104.5 

3.74 

5 

98.9 

5.45 

91.6 

3.35 

5 

93.7 

4.93 

3 

78.0 

2.62 

•  5 

85.1 

3.53 

3 

,  92.0 

2.35 

*   95  »5 

3.96 

4 

91. H 

2.88 

5 

91.1 

4.51 

3 

100.2 

3.43 

5 

100.7 

5.22 

3 

80.5 

2.26 

5 

85.P 

4.44 

2.76  *9-.32 
4.48  -.59 

\ 

♦  .05 

♦  .43 


2.55 
4.01 


2.70 
4.12 


2.78 
4.33 


2.77 
4.20 


2.93 
4.60 


2.67 
4.10 


3.24 
4*82 


3.37 
4.26 


—  09 
♦  .29 


-.18 
-.23 


•-.12 
♦  .36 


♦  .20 

♦  .22 


-.11 
-.18 


-.46 
-.36 


-.13 
♦  .03 


V-.32 
>.01 


2.9^ 
4.59 


2.23 
3.96 


♦  .36 

♦  .34 


♦  .3Q 
-.45. 


6E 

NORM 

2.58 
4«1X 

2.76 
4.^ 

-.20 
-.49 

2«67 
4.59 

2.56 
4.14 

♦  .11 

♦  .45 

2.82 
3.92 

2.71 
4.23 

♦  .11 

V-.31 

lf.22 

2.79 
4.43 

-.17 
-.21 

3.03 
4.56 

?.A0 
4.31 

♦  .23 

♦  .25 

3.05 
4.87 

2.97 
4.70 

♦  .08 

♦  .17 

2.55 
3.74 

2.92 
4.24 

-.37 
-.50 

2.65 
4.31 

-  %.27 
4.90 

-.62 
-.59 

3.21 
4.30 

3.45 
4.38 

-.24 
-.08 

2.59 
4.57 

3.05 
4.72 

-.46 
-.15 

2.89 
4.26 

3»03 
4.76 

-.14 
-.48 

:  13.68* 
.  5.44 

3.B8 
Jl  5.14 

r.20 
♦  .30 

3.28 
4.96 

3.03 
4.69 

'  ^.25 
♦  .27 

2.4^ 
3.57 

2.20 
*4.12 

♦  .23 
-.55 

2.96 
4.62 

-.63  • 
-.66 

2.62 
4.10 

3.03 
4.76 

2.9*2 
4.30 

-.04 

♦  •21 

*  * 

2180 
4.62 

2.97 
^  4.41 

3.47 
5.06 

-i.04 
♦  .16 

3.3t) 
5a3 

3.55 
5.IS 

2.27 
3.80 

♦  .01 

♦  .64  ' 

2.37 
5.16 

2.28 
3.95 

3^03 
4.62 


3.16 
4.43 


3.?6 
4.79 


3.12 
4.67 

3.40 
5.12  . 


3.26  ^ 
5.17 


3.« 
4.67 


3.69 
4.72 


3.01 
5.11 


3.15 
4.72 


4.19 


4.n2 
5.64 


2.91 
4.06 


.41  3.^8 
.66  •  5.14 


-.17  i3.l5 
♦.21  4»61 


.25 
.02 


♦  .09 


4.06 
5.59 


2.52 


3.18 
4*83 


.15 

^21 


.3i 


2.9 
4 


2.98  ♦•20  «2.76 
II..4B      J-.05  4.41 


2.96 
4.AA 


2«A1 
4.52 


3.12 
4.49 


.3.18 
4.66 


^.20 
4.69» 


♦  .14, 

♦  .30 


-.06 
♦  .01 


♦  .20 

♦  •49 


3,36  -.10 
5.03  »  ^.14 


3.32 
4.44 


3.64 
5.00 


3.62 
4.52 


3.44 
5.12 


3.42 
5.06 


4.22 
5.32 


3.41 
4.95 


2.63 
4.29 


3.42 
5.^5 


3.36 
4.77 


3.91 
5.47 


2.71 
4.30 


-•07 
♦  •23 


-•32 
♦  .16 


-.15 
♦  .20 


-.4S 
-.0! 


.36 


-^03 
♦  .66 


♦  .28 
-.23 


-.04  ' 
♦  •09 


-.21 
-.16 


♦  .15 
>.12 


-.01 


-.63 

-.11 


•  I*' 

a21 


2^69 
4^55 

2.91 
4.55 

-.02 
♦  .OO 

2.77 
4.59 

2. -97 
4.71 

-.20 
-.12 

3.11 
5.36 

3.01 
4.73 

^♦.10 
H.65  ♦ 

3f21 
5.06 

3.14 
5.06 

♦  .07 

♦  .00 

2.63 
4.63 

3.06 
4.51 

-♦23 
♦  .12 

3.17 
4.91 

3»34 
5.07  . 

-.17 
-.16 

3.33 
4.67 

3.48 
4.59 

»  -.  15 
♦  .08 

5.10 

3.21 
5.14 

-.30 
-.04 

3.1*» 
4»89 

3.19 
5.11 

-.05 
-.22 

3.90 
5. AD 

3.85 
.5,37 

♦  .OS 

♦  .43 

3.15 
5.20 

3.17" 
5.00 

-.02^ 
♦  •20 

2.56  ^ 
.4.55* 

2.47 
4.37 

♦  .11 

♦  .18 

3.07 
4.62 

3.18 
5.09 

-•11 
-.27 

3.20 
4.79 

3.14 
4.81 

♦  .06 
-.02 

3.66 
5.52 

3.61 
•  5.49 

♦  .05 
♦•03 

2,53 
4.27  • 

-.04 
-.08 

t    SEE  CHAPTBR  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  BEPINITIONS  OF  TERHS^  USED  * AND  BXfLANATlON  OP  ASTERISK  i*) 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE**  SCORES. 
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(ABBOTTSTON  -  BROADWAY) 
'  TABLE  5, 


BALTIHOAE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  AC'HIEVEM€NT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
■STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AHEaS 


VOCAnULARY 


f«EAOl>^0  COMPREHfiNSION 


UANfiUA«E  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME  ^       WAOE  A VER^^fE  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER.  AVERAGE    ."JR^  JoiFFER-  AVERAfE    MARY-      OIFFER.  AVEMOE    MARY-  OTFFEU- 


SAS 


6E 


Land 

NORM 


fE 


LANO^ 
NORM 


«E 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


LAND     .  ENce 
6E  NORM 


ABBOTTSTON 
?,ABhAHAM  LINCOLN 
ALEXANDER  HAMILTON 
AHLIN6T0N 

ahmistca^ 

V  '  AHmISTEAO  oarulns 
ARuNOLL 

AS^taUKTON  cLEH 
OARCLAY 


BAmRI&TER  CHARLES 
CARROLLt. 


87,5  2,m» 
92,*  ^,P9 


84,9 
87,2 


86,7 
87,3 


87.6 
89,5 


88,9 
89, B 


UAY  UUnOK 

B£ECHFIELU 

BtLMONT 


89,7 
87.3 


9*. 3 
9t,H 


97,6 
88,0 


93,0 
96,5 


92,1 
95,6 


3  i0(»,5 
5  9B,9 


3  91,6 
5  93,7 


2,60 


2.61 
4. 41 


2.60 
4.10 


2.65 
4.56 


91.1  3.13 
9*. 6  4.8? 


2.76 
3.92 


2.76 
4.44 

3.24 
4.29 


2.66 
4.59 


2.Bt 
4.36 


3.74 
5.45 


3.3*>< 
4.93 


BLNJAMIN  bANNEKER 

b 

78.0  . 
^85.1 

2,'62^ 
3,53 

sentalou 

3 

b 

92.0 
95.5 

4.35 

r£;3.96 

1  ■ 

BEtSY  ROSS 

b 

91.4 
91.1 

Sit: 

BHEHMS  LANt 

3 
5 

100.2 
100,7 

3.43 
5.22 

baoauwaY 


3  00.5 
5  05.0 


2.20 
4.44 


2.74 
4.51 


2.57 
4,07 


2.69 
4.07 


2.79 
4.26 


2.B3 
4.29 


2.97 
4.70 


-.30 
«.62 


♦  .03 
4.37 


-.on 

4.34 


.15 
.16 


-.IB 
4.2Q 


4.16 
4.12 


2«50 
*.ll 


2.67 
4.59 


2.02 
3.92 


2.62 
4.22 


3.03 
•^4.56 


3.05 
4.07 


V 

2.A8 
4. Of 

-.IP 
-.15 

2.55 
3.74 

3.18 
tf.68 

-.40 
-.•?4 

2.65 
4.31 

3.39 
'  4.13 

-.15 
4.16 

3.21 
4.30 

3.09 
4.87 

-.43 
-*2ft 

2.59 
4»57 

3.04 
4.79 

-.23 
-.43 

2.09 
4.20 

3.03 
5.07 

-.HQ 
«  .3fl 

3.60 
5.44 

3.00^ 
<.62 

3.20 

Mr,  06 

2.13* 
3.8fl 

I 

4.49 
-.35 

2,43 
3»5T 

3.03 
4.7ft 

-.60  * 
-.8?  • 

2,<^ 
4,10 

2.99 
4.40 

-.11 

4.11 

'  2*00 
4,62 

3.56 
5.23 

-.13 
-.01 

3,30 
5,13 

2.29 
3.88 

-.01 
4.56 

2.37 
5,16 

2.77 
4.62 


2.60 
4.21 


2.72 
4.21 


2.70 
4.39 


2.06 
4.42 


3.01 
4.00 


2.92 
IL.21 


3.22 
4.79 


3.44 
4.27 


3.14 
4.96 


3.00 
4.BB 


3,04 
4.73 


2.14 
4.04 


3.07  , 
4.07 


3.03 
4.52 


3.61 
5.29 


-.19 

r.5i 


♦  .07 

♦  .30 


♦  .10 
-.29 


-.16 
-.17 


♦  .17 

♦  .14 


♦  .04 

♦  .07 


-.37 
-i47 


-.57  * 

-r40 


-.23 
♦.03 


-.55 
-.39 


.19 

.60 


3.90  -.22 
5.15  .^.29 


♦  .24 

♦  .23 


♦.29 
-.47 


-.45 
-.77  * 


-.Z3 
♦  .10 


-.31 
-.16 


3r.03 
4.62 


3.10 
4,43 


3.P6 
4.79 


3.12 
4.67 


3.40 
5.12 


3.26 
5.17 


?.P5 
4.67 


3.32 
5.16 


.3.69 
4.72 


3.01 
5.tl 


^.15 
4.72 


4. 19 
5.90 


4.0^ 
5.64« 


2.91  * 
4.06 


2.30  ^.07 

4.03    ♦ur^  « 


^.30 
5.14  ' 


3.15 
4«61 


4.06 
5.59 


2.52 
4.03 


3.17  -.14  2.95 

4.04  '  -.22  4.31 

ZTtOl  ^.17  2,70 

<».45  -.02  4.41 


3.12  ^.14 


4.46 


3.26 


3.40 
5.01 


3.60 
5.00 


3.00  -.11 
4.51  ^.21 


5.15  -.04 


4.23 


2.5B 
4.29 


3.45 
n5.0B 


.04 


2.89 


♦.33  '  4.55 


3.10  -.06  2.77 
4.62        ^.05  4.59 


♦.IM  3.11 


4.65         ^.47  5.30 


-.1*  3.21 
♦.16  5.06 


3.31  -.06  2. 83 
4.46         ^.21  4.63 


-.20  3,17 
♦.16  4.91 


3.33 
4.67 


3.51         -.50  2.91 


5. 10 


3.46  -.31  3.14 
5.09        -.37  H,B9 


3.O0 
5. BO 


5.34  4.64 


3.43  4.59  3.15 
4.94         4.7n  •  5.20 


3.41 


.33  2.5B 
.23  4.55 


♦••07  3.07 
♦  .06  (»,B2 


^'  1 

1:1)  h'^i 


2.7*  ||-.2?  ^,5*3 
*.2fl       |L,25  4.27 


2.95 
4.90 


2.81 
4.51 


2.90 
4.52 


2.95 
4.60 


3.02 
4.70 


3.14 
5.06 


3.07 
4.52 


3.32 
5.04 


3.50 
4.57 


3.25 
5.2o 


3.2o 
5.13 


3.ft0 
5.3ft 


3.17 
4.99 


2.43 
4.35 


3.19 
5.13 


3. 16 
4.00 


3.64 
5.51 


2.56 
4.35 


♦  .00 
-.59^ 


^  -.03 


-.01 
♦  .03 


-.10 
-.09 


♦  .09 

♦  .68  * 


♦  .07 

♦  .00 


♦  .Jl 


-.15 
-.13 

-.17 
♦  .10 


-.34 
-.10 


♦  .02 
4.42 


-.02 
♦  .21 


♦  .16 

♦  .20 


-.12 
-.31 


♦  .04 
-.01 


♦  .02 

♦  •01 


-.03* 
-.08 
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(BROOKLYN  -  LUTHgR. KING l 


TABLE  3*     SCHOOL  LE VEL— CO{^MUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SCHOOL  NAME 


p,Ircent 

GRADE. 

TOTAL 

fVERAGI^ 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

/DAILY 

ORGANI- 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

ZATION 

MENT 

RATIO 

/DANCE 

(X) 

(2) 

(3) 

7 


TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(0) 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER* 
V  DEGREE 
OR  AlOVI 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(IX) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
it) 
(12) 

BROOKLYN 
CALLAWAY 


C  GODWIN  WOODSON 


K-6     ;       535        2^.8/  93.2 


K-6  X025  31.x 


94.6 


K-6  6i3        24.5  *  93.6 


C£CIL 


K-6 


7xa        26.x  92.2 


CHARLES  CARR0LL  OF       PRE  K-6  X35X        22.3       90. • 


CHERRY 


^>RE  K-6\^        893        27.9  92.9 


CTTY  SPRINGS 


COLDSTREAM  PARK 


K-ftf— .  jjox        27;&  92.9 


COLLINGTON  SQUARE        PRE  K-6  X1X4  ''""^^'t^J^  91.3 


20.6         X.Oo        X2.3      X7.5  X3.9  X6.9  9.6  8861.0 

31-0        2-0            9.9      34.5  21.2  X4.^  12.1  9715.J5' 

24.0        X.O            1.8      30.0  X2.0  X6.5  X0.9  8475.0 

2^.5        3.0          X2.7      22.8  29. X  29.8  9.7  7429.0 

5»-5        2.0          X2.9      35.5  X8.2  57.2  8.9  3743.0 

3  ;28.X  43r.6  9.8  5374.0 


30.0        2.0  9.5  23 


PRE  K-^         ;^42       -19.^5      9X.7  3X.0 


2.0 


9.5      27J  5       27.3  53.7 


8.8 


2^-0        2.0  7.2      23.0      23. X  22.4  XO.X 


40^7.0 
7567. () 


37.0        1.0  e.X      3X.0       X3.X  36.0  9.6  7356.0 


COLUMBUS 


COMMODORE  JOHN 
ROGERS 


K-6 


COPPIN 


CROSS  COUf^jTRY 


CURTIS  BAY 


725        25.9       93.4  26.0        2.0  X0.3      26.4       14.3  28.2  .9.8         -  7X<3r4.0 


I 


PRE  K-6  XX45        22w:J^  ^  >86.6  ^  ^      48.5        2.0  9.5      27.3  X6.8 


34.7 


K-6  566        25,         9X.4  2X.b         X.O.  X3.9      29.0^      9.X  39.0 

.K-5  748        26.2       92.5  26.5        2.0  X7.9      25.0       X4.0  9.X 

K-6       ■     778        25.9       9X.3  28.0        2.0  7.5       33.0       13.3  17.4 


8.4  63X8.0 


9.0  6157.0 


X2.3  X3626.0 


9.x  8738.0 


DAVID  e  W^GLSIN  PRE  K-6 

DICKEY  HILL  K-6 
OR  BERNARD  ^RR IS        PRE  K-6 


685        X9.6      89.0  33.0        2.0  XI. 0      31.3       31. 4  57.5 


8.7  3483.0 


543        25.9      95.4  20.0        X.O  XX. 4      2610      38. X  8.X  12.4  10299.0 

64X        21. t,       90.7  28.0         2.0  10.*      26.7       23.3  «7.2  9.X  5797.0 


DK  H  LUTHER  KING,  JR  3-6  973        26.3       89.9  35.0        2.0  6.3    "^17.*       16.2  28. S  XO.O  7573.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  fOK  DEFINITION  OP  TEKHS. 
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UAutlMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


(BROOKLYN  -  LUTHER  KING y  ;  (    "    '  •     '     .        '  ' 

TABLE.  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARfLAND  NORMSt  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WI,TH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  |;TATISTICALLY  . 

CONTROLLED* 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHiEMATlCAL  TOT»L 


C«*OE  AVERAGE  Wage    MARY-      UIFFER.  AVERASE    HAR^^^      OIPPER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OX.F.R-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OJFFER 
SA5  GE        SiSSS  6E       'nSrS  3E        'nSrm  OE  NORM 


BHOOKLYN 


CALLAWAY 


96.1  \3.23 

93.2  '♦.ST 


3./  86,6 
b  87.7 


3.0S 
a. 17 


3.22 
'♦.SI 


2.78 

a. 3a 


•f.Ol 
-f  .06 


♦  .27 
-.17 


3,20 
a. 66 


2,92 
'♦•.06 


3.29 
a,  62 


2,78 
4.a2 


-.09 
♦  .06 


♦  •la 
-.36 


3.81 

S.05 


3.  SI 

4.56* 


3.66 

a. 93 


3.17 

H.sa 


♦  .IS 

♦  .12 


3.S2 
S,25 


\,3'^  '  -^.12 

♦  .02  <♦.3^ 


3. 40 
4.96 


2,94 
4,61  . 


♦  .12 

♦  .29 

♦.te 

-.27 


t  GODWIN  WOODSON 

clcIl 


88.S 
92. S 


8§,4 
88.3 


2.7S 
4.40 


2,SS 
4,19 


2,84 
4, S3 


2.61 
4.15 


-,09 
-.13 


-.06 
♦  .04 


2f.77 
4,33 


2.78 

4*2S 


2.86 
4  .65 


2.62 
4.27 


-.09 


3.2B 
4.8S 


3.03 
4.SS 


♦  .34 

♦  .07 


3,27 
4,SS 


♦.18  3. OS 
♦,0S    '  4,53 


3,02 
4.90 


2.84 
4«61 


♦  .25 
-.35 


♦  ,^1 
-.08 


CHARLES  CARROLL  OF- 
CARROLLtlDN 


CHLKrtY  HILL 
CITY* SPRINGS 
GOLDSTPEAM  PARK 
COLLltKTON  SQUARE 

columih/s  ^ 


3 

6 


83,6 
87,4 


08,2 
87,3 


&S,5 
88,7 


88,1 
87,1 


87,1 
89.1 


88.3 
88,1 


2.3S 
^..48 


2,S4 
3.96 


2.29 
3.77 


2.66 
3.76 


2.23 
3.S6 


2,7» 
3.78 


2.44 
3,90 


2.7S 
4.01 


2,S4 
4.00 


12.78 
4,10 


2,70 
4.19 


J>,78 
4,13 


-.09 

♦  ,5n 


-,21 
-.OS 


-,2S 
-.23 


.12 
.34 


.47 
.63 


.02 
.3S 


2.SS 
4.09 


2,34 
4.13 


2.S9 
3.82 


2,67 
4.03 


2,4S 
3,93 


2.6S 
3,93 


2.48 
4.10 


2.80 
4.18 


2.S9 
4.19 


2.80 
4.22 


2.72 
4.32 


2.81 
4.26 


01 


-i46 
-.05 


♦  ,00 
-.37 


-.13 
-.19 


-.27 
-,39 


-.16 
-,33 


2.92 
4.89 


3*12 
.  4  ,66 


2.63 
4,S8 


3.16 
3.97 


2.89 
A. 19 


3, IS 
4.44 


2.91 
4.40  . 


3.24 
4.43 


SO 


3.20 
1^.47 


3.13 
4.61 


3.21 
4. S3 


♦  .01 

♦  .49 


-.09 
♦  .23 


-.38 

♦  .on 


.04 

.so 


.24 
.42 


-,06 
-,09 


2,n4 

4,72 


2,76 
4. S3 


2.73 
4,47 


2,n4 
4,40 


2,71 
4,30 


2,79 
4,46 


2.71 
4.46 


2.97 
4.49 


2. BO 
4.SS 


2.98 
4. S3 


2.93 
4.66 


2.99 
4.S9 


♦  ,13 

♦  ,26 


-.21 
♦  .04 


-.07 
-.08 


-.14 
-.13 


*.22 
>,36 


-.20 
-.13 


COMMOUORE  JOHN 
ROGERS  , 


COPPI!* 


82,8 
B2,l 


82,0 
8S.4 


2,3S 
3,90 


2,64 
4,09 


2,41 
3,62 


2,38 
3,87 


-^06 
♦  .28 


♦  .26 

♦  .22 


2.53 
3.81, 


2.4S 
4, IS 


2.42 
3.7S 


2.39  , 
4.01 


4,11 
♦  .06 


♦  ,06 

♦  ^4 


2.nl 
4,04 


2.P7 
4,67 


2.84 
4.12 


'2.81 
*4.33 


.03 
,08 


♦..  06 


2.63 
4,31 


^2.S6 
4.67 


2.69 
'  4.t8 


4.39 


-.06 
♦  .13' 


-,09 
♦  .28 


CHOSS  COUNTRy 


99,2 

99^2 


3,80 
S.80 


3.S4 
S,2S 


♦  .26 

♦  .SS 


3.7S 
5,44 


3.S7 
S,27 


♦  .18 

♦  .17 


4.40 
6, OS' 


3.92 
S.42 


♦  .48 
4.63 


3.78 
S,68 


3.61 
5.46 


4.17 
4.22 


eURTl'j  BAY 


89,8 
98,4 


2,89 
4,20 


2.8S 
4,82 


♦  .04 
-,62 


,05 
,38 


2.88  4.17 
:/f.93   «  -.55 


3.24 
4,^0 


3.27 

6^28 


.03 
.48 


2,9j& 
5,10 


3,07 
5.31 


-.09 
-.21 


OAVIO  E:  WEvLElN 


83,7 
03,2 


2,30 
3,53 


2,44 
3.61 


-.14 
.,08 


2,46 
3,83 


2.48, 
3.80 


-.02 
♦  .03 


2,59  2.91 
4.01     \  4.12 


-432 
-.11 


2,55'' 
4.05 


2.72 

4, la 


-.17 
-,13 


PIC^EY  HILL 

OK  BEHNARU  HARRIS 


3  101.4 
5  99,1 


3  88,9 
5  :d8,9 


3,60 
5.22 


2.35 
3.07 


3,64 
5.13 


2,7^ 
4,09 


-.04 
♦  .09 


3,47  V  3.72 
5,14  5.22 


-,42  2,41 
-1,0?  *  3,72 


-,25 
-.08 


2,62  ^-<l?l 
4.24  -,52 


4,S6  /  4.06 
S.92v/  5.32 


2.58 
3.S8 


3.23 
4.56 


♦  .SO 

♦  .60 


3*75 
5,60 


,65  «  2,67 
.68  «  3.95 


3.70 
5,37 


3,00 
4.61 


4.05 
♦  .23 


.33 

.66  4r , 


iiR  M  LUTHER  KING,  JR  3.  82^3 
5  86,2 


2,48 
3.83 


2,44 
4,03 


♦  .04 
-,20 


2,25 
3,85 


2*44 
4.15 


.19 
.30 


3.00 
4.40 


2.85 
4.41 


+  SEE  CHAPTER  4»  SECTION  4.1»2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
■     ACCOMPANYING  ''DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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♦  .15 
-.01 


2.51 
4,53 


2,69 
4. '♦7 


-,18 
♦  ,06 


4-523 


ERIC 


■-.;f- 


(BROOKLYN  -  LUTHERrKIN(5) 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
.AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


OALTIMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


.SCHOOL  NAME 

BKOOKLYN  ^ 
CALLAWAY   .  J 

C.  GOWIU  WOOSSON 

,  ceciL 

f 

CHARLES  CARROLL  OF 
CARROLLTON 

CHEim.HILL 

CiTY  SPRINGS 

COLOSTREAH  Park 
« 

colliIjgton  SOlhM^& 

CQLUMblJb  ^  . 

COMMODCHE  jOHN  ^ 
ROGERS 

coprin' 
cross  country 
^curtis  bay 

OAVIO  F  HEOLEIN 
OICKEY  HILL^. 
OH  .BEHMARO  HARRIS 


s'SAS 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL        .      MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

Sirb*^""  AVERAG?:''  MARY-  DIFFER-  AVERAGE^  MARvl\ '  otFFCR- 
ENCfe  .  .^..n        ENCE  :      LAND.  feMCE 

'GE     -  NORfl  - 


GE 


VOCABULARY  READING  COMPREHENSION. 

0IFf4 
ENP^ 


-  3 

96.1 

3.23 

i  5 

93.2 

4.57 

.3 

86,6 

3.05 

b 

A7  T 
o  r  «  / 

4»17 

3 

88.5 

.  2.75 

5 

92.5 

4.40 

3 

65.4 

2.55 

5. 

68.3 

4.19 

3 

83.6 

2.35 

b 

87.4 

4.46 

3  ' 

68.2 

2.54 

5 

67.3 

3.96 

3 

85.3 

2.29  ■ 

S 

88.7 

3.77 

3 

.88.1, 

2.66 

a 

87.1 

3.76 

3 

87.1 

2.23 

5 

69.1 

3.56 

■ '  o     ■  " 

3""/  156.3 

2,76 

88.1 

3.70 

3 

62.8  .  ' 

2.35 

5 

82.1 

3.90 

3 

82.0 

2.64  ~ 

65.4 

4.09' 

3 

99.2 

3. BO 

99.2 

t 

5.80 

3 

69.8 

2.69 

5 

98.4' 

4.26. 

3 

83.7 

2.30 

5 

83.2 

3.53 

3  101.4 

1>  99.1 

^  88.9 

5  88.9 


MARY- 
LAND 
NORH 

-  DIFFER 
£NCE 

-  AVERAGE 

GE 

maI^Y- 

LAND 

NORM 

3.29 
4.58 

-.06 
-.01 

3^20 
4.68 

s 

3 •''34  ' 

A 

2.68 
4.11 

♦;37 

♦  .06 

2.9^ 

H  .UD 

2.^1  . 

4l25_^ 
1  ^ 

2.ao 

4.52 

-.05 
—  .12 

0  ^ 

2,77- 
T»33 

2.84 
4.63  * 

^.61 
4.16 

V.06 
$.03 

•2.63  ^ 
4.29  ^ 

2.49 

^^.00 

-.14  • 

f  1 40 

2.55 

ti  no  ■ 

2.51 
4.22 

.2.79. 
4.07 

-.25 

2.34  ; 
.4. 13' 

2.82 
4.21 

2.60 
4.19 

-.31 
—  .4? 

2.59. 
3.82 

2.62 
4.33  .  _ 

2.78 

4.01V 

-.12 
—  .  J  U 

2,67  ' 
4.03^ 

'  '    ^  . 

2.61 
4.20 

2*71 
4.23 

-.4n 

-.67 

2.45 
3.93 

2I74  r 

4.36 

2.79 
4.14 

-.03 
,  -.36 

1 

2.65 
3.93  , 

2.B2 
4.28 

2,4^  " 
3.63 

-.09^ 
f.27 

2.53 
3^81  K 

\ 

2.46 
3.79 

2.39 
3.91 

f.25 
^■18 

2.45 
4.15 

2.40 
4.06 

3.49 
5.10 

♦  .31 

♦  .70 

3.75 
5.44 

3.55 
5.17 

6E 


LAND 
NORM 


-•14 

♦.2  J. 


-.07 
-.30 


t.l5 
-.OU 


♦  .04 
-.13 


-.48 
-.08 


-.03 
-.51 


-•14 
-.17 


-.i9 
*.43 


-.17 
-.35 


♦  .^7 

♦  .02 


♦  .05 

♦  .09 


3./I1 


3*71 
4.90 


+*10 
♦-V15 


3.52  3.«t2 
5.25  ^  4.96 


3.«fl-.  .  ,3.12  ^.39' 
4.56  v;^  irtif9|  :  +.07* 


3'.12^ 
4.34 


3*n9 
4.92/ 


3.;>1 
4CI50 


•2.92 
^'4.89 


3,a3  •  ♦.ja  3.27 
4.85      .V^*Or  t  4.55 


2.9^' 
.^..55 


3.00 
•  4.90' 


♦  .20 
♦.27 


3.15 
4.44 


?.81 
4.04 


4«67 


4.40 
6.05 


DR  M  LUTHER  KING,  JR  3  82.3 
^i-             "    &  86.2* 
 i   ik  =  


3.60 
5.22 


2.35 
3.07 


2.48 
3.83 


2.^9 
5.03 


2.50 
3.72 


3.63 
5.09 


2.83 
4.21 


2.41 
3.96 


♦.on  3.05 
-.83  ♦  4^36 


-.20 
-.19 


-.03 
♦  •13 


2.46 
3.83 


3.4/ 
5»44 


-.48  2,41 
-1^14  ♦  3.72 


♦  .07 
-.15 


2.25 
3.85 


2.92 
5.11 


2.52 
3.88 


3.69 
5.17 


2.86 
4.34 


2.42 
4.12 


♦.13  3.P4 
-.73  *  4.80 


-.^6 
-.05 


-.22 
-•03 


-•45 
-•62 


-•17 
-•27 


2^59 
4*01 


4^56 
5^Q2 


^•58 
3^88 


4#53 


2^93 
4.4.6 


♦  .17 

♦t07 


♦.43 


3.05  •  ^.83 
4^.53  4.59 


♦  .10 
.♦•29 


♦  .27 
-•35 


♦•2a 

-•06 


^•t2 
4^66 

*3*22 
.H.46 

-•10 
♦  •20 

2^63 
4^58 

■  /" 
'  3.04 
4.56 

•-•41 
♦  •02 

3^1ff 
3^97 

3^21 
4^44 

—  05 
7.47 

2^89^ 
4.19 

/3^15 
4^59 

-.26 
-.40 

2.84 
.4.7i 


2.73 
4.47 


2.84 
4.40 


2,71 
4,30 


2*73  % 

4*52  ♦•20 


.  2.99 
4.S2 


2.83 
4.62 


-.23 
♦  .01 


-.'10 
-•15.' 


2.96  .-•m 

^•50  .-•lO 


2^93 
4.65 


3.22 
4.52 


2.88 
4.06 


2«63 
4.31 


3.90 
5.36 


3.32 

5^30 


2.94 
4.15 


4.04 
5.35 


-.07 
-.08 


-.07 
-.02 


♦  .04 

♦  .36 


2.79.  J.  2.99 
4.46  $  \4.58 


-.22 
-^35 


-.20 
-.12 


2.63 
4.91 


2.56 
4.67 


2.69v  -.06 
4.13,  ♦•IB 


♦•50  3^78 
♦•69  *  5^60 


-•08 
-•50 


-•35 
-•14 


♦  •52 

♦  •57 


2^98 
5^10 


2^55 
4^05 


3^75 
5^60 


2^65 
4^38 


3L59 

5U0 


3^P7 
5^a4 


-•09^ 
♦  •29> 


♦•19 
♦  •28 


-•09 
-•24 


-•19 
-•16 


2  •711 
4^2f  ^ 

3^71  >1>.04 
5^;59  MUi 


3^26  ^  -.68  «  2^67 
4^58        -•70  «  3.95 


3^10  2^«5 
^.^0    !  4-37 


^    SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  ^•1,2  FOR 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES 
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(EDGECOMB  CIRCLE  -  GEORGE  StREET) 


TA'BLE  3,     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN ITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROF  I LE4^ 


TOTAL 

SCHOOl 
ENROLL- 

PERCENT 

PORTENT 

.  STAFF 
^MASTER'S 

SCHOOL  AtE  CHILi)REN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE, YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

•>                SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION. 
(I) 

MENT 
(2) 

RATIO 
(3) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMXN. 
(8), 

'  DEGREE 

HQ  APni/C 

(9) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(XI) 

INCOME 
($) 
(12) 

EDGECOMl-  CIRCLE 

K-6 

1326 

31,9 

92.^ 

39.6 

2.0 

8.6 

33,5 

21.6 

23.7 

11.0 

847a,0 

ESG&WOOS 

K-iS 

744 

w 

25.2 

94.1 

27.5 

2.0 

17.9 

24.5 

30. 5 

23.0 

11.1 

8868.0 

''S  ■  ■ 

ELEMENTARY  i94 

K-6 

551 

25.0 

92.8 

21.0 

1.0 

12.8 

34.0 

22.7 

32.5 

9.6 

7073.0 

ELEMENTARY  #126  ' 

PRE  K-6 

• 

246  s 

27.3 

91.3 

8.0 

1.0 

16.4 

24.0 

22.2 

32.7 

8.5 

6511.0 

*  ELMElt  A  HENDERSON 

K-6 

aio 

24.5 

91.3 

3^.0 

2.0- 

10.0 

,f 

35.9 

24.2 

47.9 

8.9 

5875.0 

EUTAW 

PRE  K-6 

956 

24.5 

90.8 

37.0 

2.0 

20.5 

1 

25.6 

49.0 

9.4 

5553.0 

FANNIE  L  BARBOUR 

,  K-6 

673 

24.9 

91.1 

25.0 

2.0 

X7.1 

30.8 

22.2 

45.3 

8.2 

4978.0 

FORT  WORTHIN6tON 

2-6 

1138 

22.8 

93.5 

48.0 

2.0 

10.^ 

35.5 

8.0 

^2.3 

10.1 

9075.0 

FRANKFORD 

K-fi 

782* 

27.0 

94.5 

27.0 

2.0 

14.3  ' 

22.0  0.0 

3*0 

11.5 

9943.^ 

F  D  ROOSEVELT 

K-6 

529 

29.4- 

92.4 

17.0 

1.0 

^1.9 

16.8 

33.3 

25.3  * 

10.7  ^ 

8129.0 

FRANKLIN  SQUARE  PRE  K-6  659 


18.3      93.3  34.0  2.0 


FUR LEY 


K-6 


041        28.5      94.4  27.5  2.0 


FURMAN  L  TEMPLETON  NO  RESOURCE  D/fajk  AS  OF  9/73 


GARDENVILLE  k-6 

GARftETT  HEIGHTS  K-6 

GENERAL  WOLF^  k-4 
GEQRGE  KELSON 

GEORGE  STREET  k-5 


497        27.6      93.7  17.0  1.0 

537        25.6      94.5  20.0  X.O 


13.0  28.5  22.2^  42.9  8.6  '  5823.0 

7.4  30.7  16.9  3.6  10.5  10312.0 

*  58.7  8.5  3999.0 

12.3  29.0  27.8  /  ^.5.0  10.3  10602.0 

14.9  23.0  23.8  4.5  U.O.  10789.0 


280        26.4  89.3 
ND  RESOURCE  DATA  AS  OF  9/73 


9.6  1.0 


12.8      23.0      24.5  23.5 
48.8 


8.2 


717        18.4      89.7  37.0        2.0  12.6      41.5      25.6  58.3  8.6 


7621.0 
5151.0 

3645 


*  SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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(EDGECOMB  CIRCLE       GEORQE  STREETS 
TABLE  4. 


BALTIMORE  CITY 

School  system 


SCHOOL  NAME 

o 

EDGECOMB  ClRCbL 
EU&C4U0D 


RELA'TION;  OF  AtHI.EVEMiNT  'TO  MARYLAND  NORMS ,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NON,VERE^f- .AB.ILITt.STATISTICALLY  . 
C0NTR0LLE1)+ ,  '  ,  , 


J.'anGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATlCiAL  TOTAL 


VqCABUtARY, 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


SAS 


GE 


LAND 

,  NORM 


6E 


3  87;^  2,7U 
5*  e53.3  -  3.72 


2.ni  -•07  2,66 
4.60        «.*B  *  4,20 


LAND 
NORM 


*2^82 
'♦•71 


-•51 


GE 


3^14 


LAND 

NORM 


3.22 
4.90 


-•Ofl 
-•23 


6E 


2.n2 
U.«*7 


2.99r 
4».95-' 


-•17 

-•*»a 


3 

67.0 
.88,1^ 

3.13°  ' 

2.76 

♦  •37 
+  .27 

2.75 
4.70 

2.77 
U.37 

-.02 
♦  .-33 

3.^9 
4.88 

3.17 
4.56 

♦  .2? 

♦  .32 

3.07 
4.76 

2.95 
4,62 

+  .12 
♦  .16 

#94 

3 
5 

83^5 
80,8 

2^84 
3.26 

2.»f9 
3.6<* 

+  .35 
-.38 

2^66 
3.75 

2^50 
,  3^75 

♦  •16 

♦  .00 

3.21 
4.33 

2.92 
4.ai« 

♦  .29 

♦  .29 

2.77 
4.^7 

2,74 
4,10 

^  2,97 
4,20 

♦  •03 

♦  ,27 

3 

5 

86,2 
62.t» 

2.B7 
3.95 

2.71 
3.65 

♦  .16 

4-.  30 

2,64 
3,65 

2.75 
3*78 

-.11 
-.13 

2.77  ' 
^•14 

3.16 
4.15 

-.39 
-.01 

3.01 
4.38 

♦  •04 

♦  •J8 

ELtflEH  A  HENDERSON 


64,2 
63.9 


2.63 
3,36 


2*50 
3.75 


I-. 13 
-.37 


2^61 
3.55 


2.52 
3.90 


+  .09 
-•35 


3^04 
3.76 


2.94 
4.23 


♦  .lO 
-•47 


.2.78. 
4.09 


2.76 
4.26 


♦  •02 
-.19 


EUIAm 


66^5  3^07 
65.5  ^4.34 


2.64 
3.66 


♦  .43 

♦  .46 


S.76 
•■•27 


2^68 
4.03 


♦  .06 

♦  •24 


3^11 
4^74 


3.09 
4.32 


♦  •02 

♦  .42 


2.<;^4 
4.63 


2.66 
4.38 


♦  .06 
+  .25 


TAilNIL  L  UmRBDUR 

FUtn  «0KTH1NGT0N 

FHANKFORD 

F  D  ROOSEVELT 

FRANKLIN  SOUARL  ' 

FUHLEY 

fuhmam  l  tlmpllton 

GAKOENVlLLe 
GARRETT^tlGMTS 


79^7 
87.6 


66. 1 
66,5 


3  91.7 
5  iOl.3 


62,6 
60.6 


67.4 
62,9 


97,6 
97,6 


69,6 
6t.9 


3  lOO.^ 
5  102.> 


99^,8 
99.6 


2,16 
3,74 


2,67 
4^41 


3,11 
5,64 


2,43 
3,94 


3,08 
3,64 


3,26 
5,21 


2,26 
3,75 


3,47 
5,65 


3.32 
5,53 


2,21 
3^92 


2.66 
4,25 


3^05 
5.20 


2.50 
3.74 


2.67 
3.67 


3.35 
4.91 


2.43 
3.93 


3.49 
5.21 


3.50 
5.11 


-,05 

-,in 


♦  .19 

♦  .16 


♦  .06 

♦  •44 


-,07 
♦  .20 


♦  ;41 

♦  .17 


-.07 
f  .30 


.15 
.IP 


.02 
.44 


-.16 
♦  .42 


2„5l 
3,76 


2,72 
4^17 


3.04 
5.62 


2.54 
3,73 


2,67 
4,03 


3.36 
5,11 


2,47 
4,12 


5.^7 


3,55 
5,49 


2.21 
4,09 


2.68 
4.34 


3.06 
5.3Q 


2.49 
3.64 


2.71 
3.61 


3.41 
4.99 


2.47 
4.12 


3.56 
5.30 


3.57 
S.18 


+  .10 
-.31 


+  .04 
-•17 


-.04 
+  .32 


+  .05 
-.11 


-.04 
+  •22 


-.05 
+  .12 


+  •00 
+  •00 


-.22 
+  .07 


-•02 
+  .31 


2^64 
4.57 


3.33 
4.69 


3.65 
6. 09 


3.09 
4.53 


3.49 
4.17 


3.76 
5.51 


?.46 
4.?.9 


4.05 
5.62 


4.06 
5.88 


2.65 
4.46 


3.08 
4.61 


3.45 
5.47 


2.90 
4.05 


3.12 
4.16 


3.78 
5.25 


2.90 
4.45 


3.91 
5.57 


3.92 
5.40 


-•01 
+  .11 


+  .25 
+  .06 


+  •20 
+  .62 


+  .19 
+  •46 


+  •37 
+  .21 


+  .00 
+  .26 


-•44 
-.16 


+  •14 
+  .25 


+  •14 
+  .46 


2.56 
4.05 


2.96 
4.6R 


3.30 
6.08 


2.81 
4.46 


3.07- 
4.3«» 


3.55 
5.39 


2.49 
4.?1 


3.79 
5.69 


3.55 
5.44 


2.52 
4.51 


2.69 
4.66 


3^20 
5.51 


2.72 
4.12 


2.92 
4.22 


3.49 
5.28 


2.71 
4.50 


3.61 
5.60 


3.61 
5.44 


+  .04 
-,46 


+  •09 
+  ,02 


4.10. 
4.57  ♦ 


+  •09 
4,36 


+  .15 
+  •17 


4,06 
+  .11 


•  22 

•  29 


+  .18 
+  .29 


-.06 
+  .00 


GLnERAL  WOLFE 
GtORGL  J<ELSON 
GEORGtl  STREET 


66.9 
60^0 


87.2 
66.8 


2.61 
3.49 


2.63 
3^33 


2.75 
3.46 


2.64 
3.64 


♦  .06 

♦  .01 


.01 
.51 


2.62 
3.21 


2^65 
3,61 


2,79 
3.63 


2^70 
4,04 


-.17 
>*.42 


-•05 
-.43 


2.66 
3.91 


3.11 
3.66 


3.20 
3.94 


3.12 
4.36 


•  03 


.01 
.50 


3.21 
4.12 


2.86 
4.15 


3.01 

■U.Oli 


2.69 
4^42 


4.20 
+  .11 


-.03 
-.27 


t  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4,1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  (♦) 
*■    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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BALTrMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SV&TEH 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIfVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKlLL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL -.ABI LITY  AND"  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONT^LLED* 


'  SKILL  AREAS 

VOCARULARV  READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


GRADE  *VE.«E  *VER*GE    HARY-      DIFFPp,  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      niFFFR-  AVERSE    MARY-  OIFFER 


SCHOOL  NAME 

GRADE 

AVEpAGE 

AVERAGE 

MARY- 

LAND 

SA5 

Gt 

NORM 

'EUbECOMd  CIRCLE:^ 

3 

87,9 

2,74 

2.77 

5 

93,3 

3.72 

4,59 

EDGEwfOOD 

87,0 

3.13 

2.71 

5 

88,1 

4.54 

4.14 

ELEMENTARY  i94 

5 

83,5 

a, 84 

2,48 

Si 

80,8 

3,26 

3,51 

ELEMENTARY  §126 

3 

ti8,2 

2,07 

2,79 

5 

82,4 

3,95 

3»65 

MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


ELmER  0  Ht.JDEHsOM 
EUTAm 

FANNIE  L  d^RBOUR 
FORT'/MOHTMlr^GTON 
FKANKFoHD 

A 

F  D  ROOSEVELT 
FRANKLIN  S^JUAftL 
FUKLtY 


84,2 
83,9 


3  86,5 
I>  »85,5 


3-  79,7 
J>  67.6 


86,1 
6  A,  5 


3  '^1,7 
5  i0l,3 


3 
b 


82,8 
80,8 


d7,4 
32,9 


2,63 
3,36 


.3,07 
4,34 


2,16 
3,74 


2,87 
4,41 


3^11 
5,64 


2,43 
3,94 


3,08 
3,84 


97.6  3,28 
.^7,6  5,21 


FUhMA.^  L  TCMPLLtON      3       d3,6  2,2ft 
!>       U7,9  3,75 


GARDElWILLe. 

GARRETT  Hf IGHTS 

6LNEKAL  MOLFE 
GEuRGt  KELSON 
GtORGL  STHuET 


3  iOO,0  3,47 
5     1U2,2  5,65 


3  ''99,8 
5^  ^99, 8 


3  88,9 
5  80,0 


3,3? 
5,53 


2.81 
3.49 


GE 


*.03  2,68 
-•87  ♦  4,20 


2.63 

86,8  3,33 


2,53 
3,78 


2,68 
3,92 


2,24 
4,10 


?,65 
4,18 


3,01 
5,28 


2.44 
3,51 


2,73 
3,70 


3.39 
4.96 


2,49 
4,13 


3,54 
5,36 


♦  .42 
4.40 


-.25 

4-,  on 

4-. 30 

m 

-.40 


4.30 

4.42 


-.08 
-.36 


♦  .2? 
4.23 


4.10 
4  ,36 


-.01 
♦  .13 


♦  .35 

4.14 


-.11 
♦  .2S 


2,7b 
4,70 


2,54 
3,73 


2,67 
4,03 


3,36 
S,ll 


3,b3 
S.15 


2,83 
3,45 


2,72 
4,03 


-.21  2,47 
-.38  4,12 


-.07  3.34 
4,29  5,37 


-.21  3,55 
♦.38  5,49 


-.02 
♦  .04 


-.09 
-.70 


2,62 
3,21 


2,65 
3,61 


LAND 
NORM 


2,80 
4,70 


2.74 
4.28 


-.12 
-.50 


♦  .01 

♦  .42 


GE 


3.14 
4.67 


3.-S9 
4.88 


LAND 
NORM 


3.20 
4.91 


3.14 
4.52 


ENCE 


.06 
.24 


♦  .25 

♦  .36 


GE 


2.82 
4,47 


3,07 
4,7fl 


LAND 
NORM 


2.97 
4.96 


2,92 
4,58 


ENCE 


-,15 


♦  .15 

♦  ,20 


2.66 
3,75 

2.b0 
3,69 

♦  .16 
♦.06 

3,?1 
4.33 

2.92 
3.96 

♦  .29 

♦  .37 

2.77 
4.37 

2.73 
<».03 

♦  .1)4 

♦  ,3»l» 

2.64. 
3.6b 

2.82 
3.82 

18 
-.17 

2.77 
4. 14 

3.22 
4.09 

-.45 
♦  .05 

3,01 
4,38 

2.99 
4.15 

♦  ,02 

♦  ,23 

2.61 
3.55 

2.55 
^.94 

♦.06 
-.39 

3'*  04 
3.76 

2.97 
4.20 

♦  .07 
-.44 

2,78 
4,09 

2.77 
4.26 

♦  .01 
-.17 

2,76 
4.^7 

2.70 
4.07 

♦.06 
♦  .20 

3.11 
4,74 

3.11 
4.32 

♦  .00 

♦  .4? 

2,94 
4,63 

2,89 
il.38 

♦  .05 

♦  .25 

2,31 
3.78 

2.25 
4.24 

♦.06 
-.«*6 

'2.64 
4,S7 

2.69 
4.48 

-.OS 
♦  .09 

2,56 
4,05 

2.52 
4.54 

♦  .04 
•.49 

2.72 
4.17 

*  2.68 
4.31 

♦  .04 
-.14 

3.13> 
4.69 

3.09 
4.55 

♦  .24 

♦  .14 

2,98 
4,68 

2.87 
4.61 

♦.11 
♦  .07 

3.a4 

5.62 

3.05 
5.34 

-.01 
♦  .28 

3.65 
6.09 

3.43 
5,52 

♦  .2? 

♦  .57 

3,30 
6.08 

3.18 
5.56 

♦.12 
♦  .52 

2.H6 
3.6'9 


2.76 
3.86 


3.44 
5.04 


♦  .08 

♦  •04 


-.09 
♦.17 


-•08 
♦  .07 


2.51  -.04 
4.26  -.14 


3.60  -.26 
5.42   '  -.05 


^•b9 
5.22 


2.86 
3.62 

4 

2.75 
4.17 


-.04 
♦  .27 


-.24 
-.41 


-.10 
-.56 


3.09 
4.53 


3.49 
4.37 


3.78 
5.^1 


2.^46 
4.;>9 


4.05 
5.82 


4.06 
5.88 


2,  nb 

3.  Q1 


3.11 
3.86 


2.88 
3.96 


3.17 
4.12 


3.80 
5.24 


2.93 
4.50 


3.95 
5.59 


^.94 
5.40 


3.26 
3.90 


0.15 
4.42 


♦  .21 

♦  .57 


♦  .32 

♦  .25 


-.02 
♦  .27 


-.47 
-.21 


♦  .10 

♦  .23 


♦  .12 

♦  .48 


-.40 
♦  .01 


-.04 
-.56 


2.81 
4.48 


3.07 
4.39 


3.55 
b.39 


2.49 
4. PI 


3.79 
5.89 


3.55 
5.44 


3.21 
4.12 


2.86 
4. IS 


2.69 
4.03 


2.94 
4.19 


3.50 
5.28 


2.73 
4.56 


♦  .12 

♦  .45 


♦  .13 

♦  .20 


♦  .05 

♦  .11 


-.24. 
-.35 


3.63  4.16 
5.62  4.27 


3.62 
5.45 


-.07 
-.01 


3.02  4.19 
3.97  4.15 


*    *^«S?A^"?N^^•.DJI^IiE°N^E^■nC0R^°5/'"'''"°''^  E^PUNATIDN  of  asterisk 


2.93 
4.48 


-.07 
-.33 


4-528 


ERLC 


(GEORGE  WASHINGTON  -  HOLABIRD) 


TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE+ 


10^  NA 


SCHOOL  NAME 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION . 

,     (1)  ' 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 


PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 


TOTAL  fio. 


TEACHER 
(5) 


ADMIN 
(6) 


AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE  , 


TEArCHER 

(7r) 


ADHIN. 
(8) 


PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER*! 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVI 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
. DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA-  , 
TION  OF 
Ht^THER 
(11) 

MEPIAN. 
FAMILY  ~ 
INCOME 

($)  • 

(12) 

GEOKGE  WASHINGTON        PRE  K-6 


GILMOR 


GLENHOUNT 


GOVANS 


GRACE LAND  PARK 
ODONNEUL 


GROVE  PARK 


GUILFORD 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


685  22.8  ^    89.3  28.0  2.0  7.0  19.1  10.0  ^6.4^  8^2  6(t^2f0 

^"P            745  25.7  89.2  27.0  2.0  15. t  27.9  20.7  49.7  *  8.9  5295.0 

K-6            791  29.3  94.8  25.0  2.0  11.6  28.5  14.8            3.9  10.8  10854*0 

K^6            560  25.5  93.0  21.0  1.0  12.1  37.0  18.2            6.4  12.5  13201.0 

732  23.6  8fl.9  29.0  2.0  8.3  29.3  22.6    '      40.5  8.9  7709.0 

724  26.3  94.8  .26.5  1.0  11.6  25.0  25.5            6.9  12.1  10507.0 

K-6            826  27.5  91.9  28.0  2.0  8.0  27.7  16.7.  14.4  12.1  10tl2.0 


GUILFORD  AVENUE  PRE  K-6  501        17.6      91.3  26.5        2.0  11.3      26.9      24.6  41.7  10. 


6260.0 


.    GWYNNS  FALLS 


832        27.7      94.2  28.0        2.0  18.7      32.5      33.3  21.3  11.1 


9195.0 


HAMILTON 


K-6  631        27.4      93.0  22.0        1.0  12.5      40.0       17.4  2.4  11.1  10916.0 


HAMPDEN 


HAHPSTEAD  HILL 


HARLEM  PARK 


HAZELWOOD 


.K-6 


853        25.1       89.4  32.0        2.0  11.5       19.0       20.6         ^6.9  9.6  8881.0 


K-6  ,473        26..3      92.3  17.0        1.0  10.0       29.0       11.1  14.5 


8412;0 


K-6  833        26.9      90.6  29.0        2.0  10.8      23.5      25.8  47.6  8.8  5361.0 

%  "  -      -  y 

K-6  769        24.8      95.2  29.0  '     2.0  9.5      21.9      12.9  4.5  10.9  11217.0 


HIGHLANDTOWN  i215 


K-6 


575        22.1      92.8  25.0        1.0  8.6      29.5        7.7  8.6  8.5  9076*0 


HIGHLANDTOWN  #237 


216         33.2       89.6  6.5        0.0  8.7        0.0       15.4  9.4  8.5  8710.0 


HILTON 


K-6 


969        28.5      95.2  32.0        2.0  13.0      31.5      17.6  14.4  12.0  10306.0  - 


HOLABIRD 


K-6 


573        24.9      92.0  22 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


1.0*  11.1^     30.0        4.3  33.2  9.0  8637.0 
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TABLE  4. 


BALTIHOKE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  Nt)RMS ,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
COr^TROLLED* 


bCMOnL  NAME 


GlLMOH 


GLuNMOliNT 
GOVANS 


SKILL  AREAS  . 


VOCAQULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE 
SAS  GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 

ErtCE 

AVERAGE 
GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

GE 

' MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

.  DIFFER-  AVERAGE 
ENCf: 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

.  5 

90.3 
B6.0 

2\50 
3.65 

2.62 
3.68 

-.32 
-.03 

2.38 
3.87 

2.88- 
4.01 

-.50 
-.14 

2.n9 

4.49 

3.28 
4.40 

-»39 
4-.  09 

2.74 
4.68 

V 

3.07 
4.44 

-.33 
♦  •211 

*  •  0' 

3 

5 

83.4 
85.7 

2.04 
3.39 

2.45 
3.8b 

-.41 
-.46 

2.32 
3.78 

2.47 
4.01 
f 

-.15 
-.23 

2.96 
4.11 

2.90 
4.33 

-.34 

-«22 

2.45 
4.16 

2.72 
4.38 

-.27 
-.22 

3 

5 

102.8 
103.4 

3.81 
5.78 

3.67 
5.33 

♦  .14 

♦  »45 

3.89 
5.62 

3.75 
5.42 

♦  .14 

♦  .20 

4.45 
6.'S8 

4.10 
5.65 

♦  .35 

♦  .73 

4.11 
*  6,02 

3.76 
5.68 

♦  .35 

♦  .34 

■  3 

.  5 

95.9 
95.7 

3.37 
4.79 

3.36 
5.01 

f  .01  . 
»  -.22 

3.2b 
4.77 

3 . 37 
5.04 

-.11 
-.27 

3.75 
5.13 

3.73 
5.17 

♦  .02 
-.04 

3.53 
5.13 

3.4% 

5.2^ 

'♦.09 
-.0^ 

GRaCEL/^NU  PARK 
DDDNNELL 


91.4 
88.1 


2.96 
4.44 


.'3.92 
4.09 


♦  .04 

♦  .35 


2.73 
4.62 


2.97 
4.21 


-.24^ 
♦  .41 


3.39 
5.06 


3.37 
4.56 


♦  .02 

♦  .50 


^.05 
5.12 


3.14 
4.60 


-.09 
♦  .52 


GHOVE  PARK 


95.6 
82.8 


3.45 
4.52 


3.30 
4.04 


♦  .15 

♦  .4n 


3.26 
4.55 


3.34 
4.10 


-.08 

,♦.45 


3.Q3 
5.12 


3.70 
4.23 


♦  .23 

♦  .89  * 


3.39 
4.90 


3.40 
4.31 


-.01 
♦  .59  » 


GUILFURD 
<(iUlLFcpb  AVENUL 
GWYNNi  FALLS 
HAM  XL.  r  ON 


83.0 
85. 2 


94.3 
95.8 


89.4 
92.0 


.3  96.5 
5  101.7 


2.69 
4.76 


3.67 
4.41 


3.16 
4.91 


3.49 
5.16 


2.59 
4.22 


3.13 
4.63 


?.90 
4.54 


3.32 
5.24 


♦  .10 

♦  .54 


2.73 
4.53 


♦.54  *  2.82 
-.22  4.41 


♦  .2n 

♦  .37 


♦  .17 
-.06 


2.90 
4.92 


3,58 
5.33 


2.55 
4.27 


3.^0 
4.80 


2.92 
4.64 


3.36 
5.32 


♦  .18 

♦  .26 


-.38 
-.39 


-.02 
♦  .28 


♦  .22 

♦  .01 


3.34 
4.43 


3.73 
5.16 


3.46 
5.40 


4.11 
5.76 


2.95 
4.40 


3.58 
5.02 


3.31 
4.83 


3.73 
5.53 


♦  .39 

♦  .03 


♦  .15 

♦  .14 


♦  .15 

♦  .57 


♦  .3fl 

♦  .23 


2.73 
4.52 


3.37 
5.29 


3.10 
4.86 


3.73 
5.46 


2.77 
4.47 


3.2^ 
5.07 


3.07 
4.69 


3.45 
5.57 


-.04 
♦  .05 


♦  .08 

♦  .22 


♦  .03 
-.03 


♦  .28 
-.09 


HAMPULri 
HAr.'.PSirAD  iiXLL 


91.3 
99,1 


3  B^.3 
b     102. 5 


3.29 
4.63 

2. 82 
4.55 


2.95 
4.90 

2. 78 
S.03  ' 


«.34 
-.07 


♦  .04 


3.08 
5.11 

3.06 
4.94 


2.99 
5.02 


2.82 
5.15 


♦  .09 

♦  .09 


♦  .24 
-.21 


3.70 
5.29 


3.94 

•11^35 


3.3fl 

♦  .32 

3.47 

3.15 

♦  .32 

5.32 

-.03 

5.39 

•  5.35 

♦  .04 

3.22 

♦  .02 

3.17 

3»03 

♦  .14 

5.56 

-.21 

5.1a 

5.57 

-.39 

mamlem  park 


85.2 
85.4 


2.44 
3.50 


2.54 
3.6^ 


-.10 
-.32 


2.46 
3.97 


2.58 
3.98 


.12 
.01 


2.^8  4 
4.63 


3.00 
4.32 


-.12 
♦  .31 


2.67 
4.33 


2.81 
4.37 


♦  .06 
-.04 


HA/ELwrOD 
HtGHLANDTOWN  «2X5 
HIGHLANOTOWN  i237 
HILTON 
HOLAUlfiU 


3  97.0 
5  104.0 


91.1 
92.9 


3  97.7 
b  100.7 


3  95,3 
b  97.6 


95.0 

92. a 


3.55 
5.27 


3.25 
4.51 


3.43 
4.93 


3.38 
5.17 


2.69 
4.70 


3.34 
5.39 


2.90 
4.44 


3.27 
4.93 


3.28 
5.00 


3.14 
4.44 


♦  .21 
-.12 


♦  .35 

♦  .07 


♦  .16 

♦  .00 


♦  .10 

♦  .17 


-.25 
♦  .26 


3.42 
5.39 

3.39 
5.47 

♦  .03 
-.08 

4.06 

•fs.^o 

3.75 
5*70 

3.15 
4.33 

2.94 
4.53 

♦  .21 
-.20 

3.9fl 
4.65 

31^3 
4.93 

2.73 

3.35 

^.62  * 

3.^0 

5.04 

5.05 

-.01 

6.67 

5.45 

3.51 
5.06 

3.32 
5.09 

♦  .19 

-^03 

4.18 
5.67 

3.68 
5.22 

2.97 
4.70 

3.20 
4.55 

-.23 
♦  .15 

3.69 
5.05 

3.58 
4.90 

4^.3l 
♦  .10 


♦  .65  * 
-.28 


3.77 
5.58 

3.39 
4.65 


-.23  3.07 
♦1.22  ♦  5.77 


♦  .50 

♦  .4S 


♦  .11 
'♦.15 


3.47 
5.31 


3.20 
5.08 


3.47 
5.73 

3.13 
4.96 


3.47 
5.46 


3.39 
5.28 


3.33 
4.94 


♦  .30 
-.15 


♦  .26 
-.31 


•^.40 

♦  .31 

♦  .08 

♦  .03 


-.13 
♦  .14 


SEE  CHAPTEK  4»  SECTION  ^.X.2  FDK  DEFINITIONS  OF 
ACCOMPANYING  »DI FFEKENCE**  SCOKES. 
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TABLE  5,     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS  t  BV^KILL 
t  AREASf  WITH  NONVEltBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 


STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 

SKIU  AREAS' 


VOCABULARY 


REAOXN0  COMPREHENSION              LANWiACE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

SCHOOL  NAME          GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAftt,  HJRY-      OIFFElJ.  AVERAGE    MARY-  .  OIFFeR.  AVE^AOE    MARY-      OIFFFR^  AVERAiE    MARY-  DIFFER. 

CMCE                       LAND        ENCE                       LAND        FnCf  i  amh  «u.e 
NORM                          GE       NORM  OE 


SA<; 


GE 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


LAND 
NORM 


OE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


OEORQE  WASHINGTON 

-  -  ^ 

3  90,3 
5  86.0 

2.50 
3.05 

2.92 
3*96 

-.42 
-.11 

2,30 
3.07 

2.96 
4.11 

-.50 
••.24 

«    2 . 09 
4.49 

3.35 
<».36 

-•46 

4.13 

2.74 
4.60 

3,10 
<l.42 

-.36 
♦  .26 

•ILMOK 

5  85.7 

2.04 
3*39 

2.40 
3.94 

-.44 
-.55 

^.32 
.  3,70 

2.50 
4.00 

^  -.10 
-.30 

2.56 
<l.ll 

2.92 
4.34 

-.36 
-.23 

2.45 
4.16 

2.72 
4.40 

-,.27 
24 

6UENM0UNT 

3  102,8 
5  103.4 

3.81 
5.70 

3.72 
5.46 

♦  .09 

♦  .3? 

3.79 
5.51 

4.10 
.  ♦•U 

4.45 
6.30 

4.12 
5.60 

4.33 
4.70 

4.11 
«  6.02 

3.79 
5.71 

♦  .32 

♦  •31 

60VANS 

▼  3 

5 

95.9 
95,7 

3.37 
4.79 

3.20 
4.00 

4.00 
-.01 

3.^6 
4,77 

3.33 
4.B9 

-.07 
-.12 

3.75 
5.13 

3.69 
5^09 

4,06 
4.04 

3,53 
5.13 

3.41 
5.14 

♦  .12 
-•01  , 

*  GRACELAND  ^ARK 
DSDNNELL 

b 

91,4 
88,1 

2.96 
4.44 

2.99 
4.14 

-.03 
4.30 

*  2.73 
4.62 

3.03 
4.20 

-.30 
♦*34 

3.19 
5.06 

3*42 
4.52 

-.03 
4.54 

3,05 
5.12 

3»16 

-•11  \ 

♦  .5<r 

CROVE  PARK 

3 

5 

95.6 
B2.8 

3.45 
<*t52  , 

3.26 
3.69 

4.19 

4.03  « 

3^.26 
1.55 

3.31 
3.05 

-.05  3.93 
4.70  ^.12 

3.60 
4.12 

4.25  3.39 
^XkOO  *  4.90 

3.39 
4.10 

♦  .00 

♦  •72  i 

GUILFOPD 

3 
5 

63,0 
05.2 

?.69 
4.76 

2.45 
3.09 

4.24 
fr.07  * 

2,73 
*l.53 

2.47 
4.04 

4,26 
♦  .49 

3.34 
4.43 

2.09 

•  4,30 

4.45 
♦  .19 

2.73 
4.52 

2.70 
H-36 

♦  •03 

♦  a6 

6U1LF0R0  AVENUt 

3 

5 

94  ■  3 
95.8 

3.67 
<l.4l 

3.10 
4.01 

4.49 
-.«»0 

2.02 
«».41 

3.22 
4.90 

-.40 
-.49 

.1.73 
5.16 

•  3.60 
5,10 

4,13 
4,06 

3.37 
5.29 

3.32 
5.15 

♦  .05 
•  ♦.U 

«WYNNS  FALLS  > 

4 

3 
& 

09.4 
92,0 

'3.1s 
«».91 

2.06 
4.40 

4.3? 

4.43 

2,90 
4.92 

2.90 
4.59 

«.00 
4.33 

.  3.46 
5.40 

3.29 
4.01 

♦.17 
4.59 

3,10 
4,06 

3.05  • 
4.07 

♦  •OS 
-.01 

nAMILTOn  ^ 

3 

5 

96.5 
101.7 

3.49 
5.10 

3.32 
5,3i 

4.17 

-.13 

3.50 
5.33 

3.37 
5.30 

♦  .21- 
-.05 

4.11 
5.76 

\  3.73 
5,55 

4,30 
♦  .21 

3.73 
5,40 

3.44 
5.59 

♦  .29 
-.11 

HAMPOEn 

3. 
5 

91.3 
99,1 

3.29 
4.03 

2.90 
5.09 

4.3t 

-.26 

3.00 
5,11 

3.02 
5.17 

«.06 
-.06 

1.70 
5.29 

3.41 
5,35 

♦  ,29 
-.06 

3.47 
5.39 

3.16 
5*39 

♦  •31 

♦  .00 

hampstfao  hill 

3 

5 

09,3 
102,5 

2.02 
4.55 

2.06  > 
5.30 

-.04 

3.06 
4.94 

2.B9 
5.44 

♦.17 
-.50 

3.24 
5.35 

3.20 
5.61 

-,04 
-.26 

3.17 
5. 10 

3.05 
5.65 

♦,12 
-.47 

HArtLEM  PARK 

3 
5 

05.4 

2.44 
3.50 

2.59 
3.91 

--15 
-.41 

2.46 
3.97 

2.62 
4.06 

-.16 
-.09 

2.00 
4,63 

3.03 
4.31 

-,lf5 
♦  .3? 

2.07 
4.33 

2.02 
<».30 

♦  .05 
-.05 

HA2ELIIO0D 

3 

b 

97,0 
104,0 

3.55  . 
5.27  ^ 

3.35 
5.51 

4.20 
-.24 

3,42 
5.39 

3.40 
5.56 

4,02 
-,17 

4,06 
5.00 

3.76 
5.T2 

♦  .30 

♦  .00 

3.77 
5.50 

3.47 
5.76 

♦•30 
-.10 

HIGHLANDTDWN  #2X9 
HIGHLANDTDNN  f 23T 

3 
b 

3 
b 

91,1 
92,9 

97.7 
100.7 

3.25 
4.51 

3.43 
«».93 

2.97 
4.56 

3.39 

5^23 

4.20 

-.05 

4.04 
-.30 

3.15 
4,33 

2,73 
5,04 

3.01 
4.67 

3.45 
5. 29 

>,14 
-.34 

-.72  « 
-.25 

3.90 
4. 65 

3.50 
6.67 

3.40 
4.00 

3.01 
5.47 

♦  ,50 
-.21 

-.31 
♦1.20  «• 

3.39 
4.65 

3.07 
5.77 

3,14 
4,93 

3.51 
S,51 

♦  •25 
-•20 

-,44  • 

♦  ,26 

HlLTOi^ 

3 

5 

95.3 
97.6 

3.30 
5.17 

3.24 
4.96 

4.14 
4.21 

3.51 
5.06 

3.29 
5.04 

4.22 
4.02 

4.10 
5.67 

3.66 
5.24 

♦  .5? 

♦  .43 

3.*I7 
5.31 

3.37 
5,20 

•V. 

♦  .10 

♦  .'03 

holabirD 

3 

5 

95.0 
92.0 

2.09 
^.70 

3.22 
4.55 

-.33 

4.15 

2,97 
4.7p 

D 

3.27 
4.66 

-.30  ' 
♦  .04 

3.69 
5.05 

3.64 
4.07 

♦  •05 

♦  .10 

3.20 
5.00 

3,36 
*».93 

-.16 
♦  .15 

^    «CoS?;Nm%*S»?|?E'iiKcE;'j««L  "  ""-ANATION  OF  ASTERISK  ... 
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TABLE  3.     SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE* 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY* 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

PERCENT 
StAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION/ 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2)  ,  ^ 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION. OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

TEACHER 

ADMIN. 

(6^ 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

INCOHE- 
(S) 
(12) 

HOWARD  PARK 

K-6 

t 

875 

1 

28. :z 

94.4 

29.0 

2.0 

10.4 

30.5 

'  12.9 

7.9 

12.1 

1045t.0' 

IRVIN6T0N 

K-6 

527 

25.1 

94.1 

20.0 

1.0 

10.4 

30.0 

24.6 

ii;7 

10.4 

9061.0 

JACKIE  ROBINSON 

K-5 

348 

24.9 

92.3 

13.0 

1.0 

14.  3 

34.0 

28.6 

38.5 

9.4 

6899.0 

JAMES  MCHENRY 

PRE  K-6 

548 

22.8 

90.2 

-23.0 

1.0 

10.9 

31.0 

29.2 

42.1 

1.1 

5551.0 

JAMES  MONROE 

K-6 

768 

23^3 

19.0 

31.0 

2.0 

10.9 

29.9 

15.1 

34.5 

8.5 

6614.0 

JAMES  MOSHER 

K-6 

760 

29.2 

94.9 

24.0 

2.0 

13.0 

30.7 

15.4 

16.5 

ao.9 

8892.0 

JOHN  EAGER  HOWARD 

K-6 

1171 

26.0 

89*3 

44.0 

1.0 

10.7 

.15.0 

*7.8 

30.7 

10.0 

6396.0 

JOHN  H  MURPHY 

K-6 

252 

18.0 

92.7 

13*0 
> 

1.0 

12.^2 

24.0 

28*6 

47.6 

1.9 

5448.0 

JOHN  RUHRAH 

K-6 

520 

23*6 

93*8 

21.0 

l.'O 

8.2 

22*0 

13.6 

9.7 

8.7 

9840.0 

JOHNSTON  SQUARE 

K-6 

1112 

28. S 

89.3 

37.0 

2.0  8.4 

25.0 

12.8 

46.5 

8.9 

5267.0 

J  H  LOCKER MAN 

PRE  .K-6 

509 

25*5 

93*2 

19.0  f. 

8.1 

30.0 

10.0 

42.4 

8.6 

5853.0 

LAFAYETTE 

• 

K-6 

779 

24.3 

■^3.0 

30.0 

2.0 

15*6 

29.3 

28.1 

24.4 

10.2 

8270.0 

.  LAKELAND' 

K-6 

880 

25.9 

94.6 

32.0 

2.0 

6.6 

25.7 

14.7 

7.8" 

10.0 

9015.0 

LEITH  WALK 

PRE  K-6 

1242 

31.8 

95.9 

38.0 

1.0  . 

10.0 

17.0 

12^8 

/ 

3.6 

12.2 

1153b«0 

LEXINGTON-TERRACE 

K-^ 

1023 

24.3 

88.6 

39.0 

3.0 

13.3 

23.2 

0 

16.7 

54.6 

9.6 

?55e.0 

'  LIBERTY 

K-6 

1010 

25.3 

92.8 

38.0 

2.0 

8.7 

25.3 

17.5 

11*7 

11.8 

9965.0 

LYNDHURST 

K-6 

1173 

27.3 

94.2  - 

42.0 

1.0 

10*0 

27.0 

16.3 

9.3 

11.1 

9539*0 

MADISON  SQUARE 

PRE  K-6 

725 

25.0 

92.2 

28.0 

1.0 

10. a , 

12^P 

20.7 

48.4 

8.9 

55lt.0 

car) 
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DAUTIHORE  CITY 
SClKKH.  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  NAMe 


HOwARO  PAHn 


TABLE.4.     RELATION  t)F  AChfEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NO^  SKILL  ' 

AREAS.,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY^^ 
CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 

GRADE  AVERAtE  AVERA^  HARY- 
LAM) 

SAS  CE^  NORM 


RCAGINS  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


911.2 


2,92 


3,05 
11.61 


DIFFE-R-  AVEjRAGE    MARY-      OIF^CR-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFFR-  AVERAGE  *  MARY-  DIFFER- 


ErtCE 


-•13  . 
-•50 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


''3.0T  (  -•OS 


3*51 


'LAND 
NORM 

♦  *, 
3*HH 
H.Ol 


ENCE 


♦  «07 

♦  •02 


6E 


3,24 
H.93 


LAND 
NORM 


3^10 


ENCE 


4«06 
♦  •06 


IKVINGTON 


91.8 
90.6 


2,99 


3^01 


-.02 

♦  •on 


2.87 
%.09 


3.05 
H.50 


Vl8 
-.HI 


3.52 
<l.92 


3.113 
H.TH 


♦  •OO 

♦•la 


3'.10 


3.19 


-•09 

♦^.05 


JACKie.  ROBINSON 
JAMCS  HCHENRY 


83.9 
88.8 


85.1 
09.5 


2.52 
3.75 


3;i7 
3^0i| 


2.51 


♦  •01 
-•39 


2.65 
•I. 11 


2.52  ♦,65  2.97 
n.06      -1.02'  •  3;H5 


2.52 
11.27 


2.55 
11.22 


♦  .13 
-.16 


2t01 
II.2II 


♦  .H2  Ml 
-•77  «  ^•97 


2.93 
H.S8 


2^97 
■  H.61 


-.12 
-•3<» 


♦  •60 
-.6H 


2.69  I 
H.32 


3.11 
H.56 


2.76 
<l.63 


2^80 
H.65 


-.07 
-.31 


♦  .31 
-.09 


JAmES  MONROE 


5 


G3.7 

81>(» 


2.25 
Z.2H 


2. (16 
^•59 


-.21 
-.55 


2.51 
3.57 


2.117 
9.71 


♦  •OH 
-.IH 


2^66 
H.OO 


2.G9 

H.09 


-»03 
-.09 


2.60 
H.19 


2^7l| 

H.m 


-.06 
*.05 


James  mosmlr 


92,0 
95.7 


2.65 
4.9n 


3.0H 
H.76 


-.39 
♦  .18 


2,77 


3«00 
(I.87 


-•31 

--•29 


3.<l5 
5.29 


3.116 
5.07 


-•01 
♦  •22 


3^03 
5^06 


3^20 
5.12 


-.17 
-•06 


J0iM4  EAGER  HOWARD 


82.4 
84.2 


2^62  (  2.11*1 
3.89  3.86 


♦  •10 

♦  .03 


2.68 
5.89 


2.115 

n.oo 


♦  .23 
-.11 


3.21 
11.12 


2^86 

H*2H 


♦  .55 
-•12 


2  •09 


2.GflL 
^•31 


♦  •21 
-.17 


jOilN  H  MUKPHY- 


t)6.9 
82,7 


2.16 
3.53 


2.65 
3.66 


-.49 
-.13 


2.46 
3.68 


2.69 
3.81 


-•23 
-.13 


2.83 
5.79 


3.10 
•  •13 


-•27 
-.34 


2«76 
3.96 


2.90 
4.19 


-.14 
-.23 


JOHN  KUHRAM 


90.3 
95.8 


2.66 
4.69 


2.07 
4.66 


♦  .0^ 


2.82 
4.95 


2.89 
4.75 


-.07 
♦  .20 


;).43 

^•35 


3^29 
5.14 


♦  •14 

♦  .21 


3.22 
5".  57 


3«io 

5^16 


♦  .12 

♦  .41 


JOHNSTON  SOUAKl 


91.2 
83^7 


3.59 
3.59 


2.09 
3.72s 


♦  .70  •  2.86 
-.13  3.94 


2.96 
3.87 


-.10 
♦  .07 


3.49 
4.iS9 


3.36 
4^20 


♦  .13 

♦  .39 


3.05 
4^41 


3.11 
4.25 


-.06 
♦  ..16 


J  H  LOCKERHAN 


86^5 
94.1 


2.60 
4.69 


2.62 
4,40 


-•02 
♦  .29 


2.60 
4.95 


2.65 
4.56 


-.07 
.  ^.39 


3.25 
5.49 


3.07 
4.92 


♦  •10 

♦  .57 


2.05  2.87 
4.69      <  4.95 


-.02. 
-*26 


LAFAYLTTE 


90.4 
09.4 


2.05 
4.a5 


2.9^ 
4.20 


-.07 
♦  .57 


2.74 
5«12 


2^95 
4.39 


-.21  ».«S6' 
♦.73  •  5.A4 


3.34 
4.64 


♦•2?  3.09 
♦  1^20  •  .  5.51 


3.11 
4.70 


-.02 
♦  .01  ♦ 


LAKELAND 
LCITH  WALK 


95.7 


3  99.7 
5  104.0 


3.19 


3.6 


3.22 


3.55 
5.40 


-.03 


♦  •11 

♦  •2« 


3.19 


3^72 
5.60 


3.20 


3.60 
5^56 


-.09 


♦•12 
♦  •12 


^•09 


4^25 
6^'10 


3«65 


3.95 
5.69 


♦  .24 


♦  .30 

♦  •61 


3.02 
6.07 


3.30 


3.62 
5^73 


-.10 


♦  .20 

♦  .34 


L&XirH»TON  TERRACE 
LitiERTr 


•8.0 

07.6 


90.2 
91.5 


2^95 
3^61 


2.56 
4.34 


^2.60 
3.89 


2.98 
4.50 


♦  .27 
-.20 


-.4^ 
-.24 


2.94 
3.81 


2.56 
4.15 


2.75 
4.09 


2.99 
4.66 


-.20 


-.43 
-.61 


4^51 


3^50 
4^06 


3^16 
4^42 


3.37 
4.81 


♦  .40 

♦  .OQ 


-.07 
♦  .OS 


3«04 
4.27 


2.09 
4.57 


<2.93 
4.47 


3^12 
4^07 


♦  •11 
-•20 


-.23 
-.30 


LYf;0HURST. 


07.9 
00.4' 


2.62 
4.57 


2.02 
4.31 


-.20 
♦  .26 


2.74 
4.59 


2.02 
4.40 


-.00 
♦  .19 


3.40 
5.42 


3.22 
4.60 


♦•10  3^15 
♦.02  •  5.10 


3.00 
4.66 


♦  .15 

♦  .44 


MADISON  SQUARE 


02,3 
91.4 


2.20 
3.73 


2.39 
4.23 


-.19 
-.50 


2.39 
3.90 


2r40 

4.40 


-.01 
-.50 


2.72 
4.79 


2.83 
4.72 


i  SEE  CHAf»TER  SECTION  'V.1.2  FDR  SCFINITIDNS  OF  TERMS  USES  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  {•) 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES^ 
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-.1] 

♦  .07 


2. A3 
4.38 


2.66 
4.77 


-.03 
>  -.39 
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TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
•  r  AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 

STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


BALTIMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SKILL  AREAS  * 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COHNEHCNSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  tIAME 

GRADE 

AVERAGE  AVERAGE 

MARY— 

nTCcrc 

LAt^D 

E>'CE  , 

Land 

ence 

SAS 

GE 

NORM 

HO«iARD  PAKK 

3 

91,2 

2.92 

2.90 

- .  06 

3. 04 

*  no 

V  ' 

91.4 

4.11  ' 

4.43 

-•32 

4.44 

4.54 

«-.10 

1 

IrtvIr^TONf 

3 

91,0 

2.99 

3  02 

i.  0''! 

2  07 

J.  UD 

".19 

■''  .if 

b 

90. 6 

4 .44  ^ 

4)36 

V 

♦  .00 

4I09 

4.46 

*.39 

JACKI£  HOUINSON  - 

3 

0S,9 

2.b2 

2.  bl 

♦  •01 

2  65 

c.  9J 

!<  ♦.  12 

5. 

00, A 

3.75 

4.20 

4I11 

4.33 

-.22 

JAHES  HCHENRY 

05.;i-; 

3.17 

2.594 

♦ .  5A  • 

2.97 

2.61 

♦  .36 

5 

d9.5 

3.04* 

4.26 

-1.22  ♦ 

3.^45 

4.39 

-.94 

JAhES  MOfMiOE 

3 

83.7 

2!V25 

2 . 50 

-.25 

2.51 

2.52 

-.01 

5 

A1.4 

3.24 

3.57 

-.33 

3.57 

3.74 

UAMES  MOSHlR 

3 

92,0 

2.6b 

—  .  36 

2.77 

3. 07 

-.30 

6 

95.7 

4.94 

4.00 

♦  .14 

4.56 

4.09 

-.31 

62.4 

2.62 

2.  4l« 

♦  .21 

2.60 

2.43 

♦  .25 

b 

d4.2 

3.69 

3.61 

♦  .on 

3.69 

3.96 

-.07 

JOHN  H  MUKPHY 

66.9 

2.16 

*  2.70 

-.54 

J. 46 

2.73 

-.27 

62.7 

3.53 
» 

3.60 

-.  15 

:3.6a 

3.04 

-.16 

JO^iN  HUHRAlt 

90.  3 

2*66 

2.92 

-.26 

2.62 

2.96 

-.14 

b 

95.0 

4.69 

4.61 

—  .12 

4 . 90 

-  ♦  .  05 

JOHNSTON  SuUARL 

3 

91  ,2 

>  3.59 

2.9A 

♦  •61  « 

2.66 

3.02 

-.16 

b 

83.7 

3.59 

3.76 

-.17 

3  94 

J. 

♦ .  02 

J  H  LOCKERHAN 

3 

66. 5 

2.60 

2.66 

-.06 

2.50 

2.70 

-.12 

5 

94.1 

4.69 

4 .66 

A  0^ 

*  .  U  J 

4. 76 

♦ .  19 

LAFAYtTTE 

3 

90.4 

2.45 

2.93 

-.on 

2.74 

%.96 

-.22 

5 

09.4 

4.65 

4.25 

♦  .60 

"5.12 

4.36 

♦  .74 

LAKELAMQ 

3 

95.7 

3.19 

^.27 

-.06 

3.19 

3.31 

-.12 

LCiTH  WALK 

3 

99.7 

3.66 

3. 52 

♦  .  14 

3.72 

3.56 

♦  .14 

b 

104.0 

b.77 

5.51 

♦  .26 

5.66 

5.56 

♦  .12 

LEXINGTON  jERHAcE 

3 

66.0 

2.95 

P. 77 

♦  .in 

2.94 

2.60 

♦  .14 

b 

07.6 

3.61 

4»10 

-.49 

3.61 

4.24 

-.43 

LIuEHTY  * 

3 

90.2 

2.56 

2.91 

-.35 

2.56 

2.95 

-.39 

5 

91.5 

4.34 

4.44 

-.10 

4.15 

4.55 

-.40 

LYflOHURST 

3 

07.9 

2.77 

-,,15 

?.74 

2.60 

-.06 

5 

06.4 

4.57 

4.17 

♦  .40 

4.59 

4.30 

♦  .29 

MA&ISOM  SQUARt 

3 

02.3 

2.20 

2.41 

-.21 

2.39 

2.42 

-.03 

l>  •  

5 

91,4 

3.73 

4.43 

-.70 

3.90 

4.54 

-.64 

DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER- 


GE 


3.51 

4.n3 


3.52 

4.92 


?.61 
4.24 


3.57 


?.«6 

4.00 


3.45 
5.79 


3.?1 
4.12 


2.63 
3.79 


3.43 
5.?5 


3.49 
4.59 


3.?5. 
5*49 


3.56 
.5.64 

».n9 

4*25 
6.^9 


.  3.64 
4*i^X 


3.^0 
4.66 


.^.40 
5.42 


2.72 
64  «  4.79 


LAND 
NORM 


3.40 
4.77 


3.44 
4.71 


2.95 
4.57 


3.02 
4.62 


2.94 
4.01 


3.45 
5.09 


2.66 
4.22 


3.14 
4.11 


3.35 
5.10 


3.40 
4.1a 


3.11 
4.97 


3.66 


3.93 
5.72 


3.20 
4.46 


3.34 
4.7A 


3.20 
4.54 


2.65 
4.77 


ENCE 


♦  .11 

♦  .06 


♦  •06 

♦  .21 


.14 
.^3 


♦  .55 
-.65 


.06 
.01 


♦  .00 

♦  .20 


♦  .35 
-.10 


-.31 
-.3? 


♦  .on 

♦  .25 


♦  .09 

♦  .41 


♦  .14 
.♦.52 


3.24 
4.93 


3.10 
4.ni( 


2.69 
4.32 


3.11 
4.56 


2.6A 
4.19 


3.03 
5.06 


2.^9 
4. 14 


2.76 
3.96 


3.22 
5.57 


3.05 
4.41 


2.A5 
4.60 


3.35  ^.21  3.09 
4.62      ♦I. 22  •  5.5l 


♦  .21 


t.3P 
♦  .5A 


♦  .44 

♦  .03 


-.04 
♦  .OA 


3.20 


3.62 
6.07 


\  3".  04* 
f.P7 


2.69 
4.57 


^.20  3.15 
♦.OA  «  5.10 


-.13 
♦  .02 


2.63 
4.36 


LAND 
NORM 


3.15 
4.62 


ENCE 


♦  .09 
♦.11 


77\  ♦.( 


08 
00 


2.75 
4.63 


2.62 
4.66 


2.74 
4.00 


3.19 
5. 14 


2.67 
4.29 


2.92 
4.17 


3.10 
5.15 


3.15 

4,25 


.69 
.02 


3^.11 
*.67 


3.40 


3.62 
5.76 


2.96 
4.54 


3.10 
4.63 


2*.  97 
4.60 


2.66 
4.02 


-.06 
-.31 


♦  .29 
".12 


-.06 
♦  .11 


-.16 
-•00 


♦  .22 
-.15 


-.16 
-.21 


♦.12 
♦  .42 


-.10 
♦  H6 


r.53 


-.02 

♦.ii4 


.20 


♦»20 
♦  iJl 


♦  .06 
-.27 


-.21 
-«26 


♦  .16 

♦  .50 


-.P3 
-.44 


i  S£E  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  ifiF  TERMS  USED  AND  EXFLANATION  OF  ASTERISK  t*> 
^    ACCQHFANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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TABLE  3^    SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUN fTY  ANB  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES- 
PROFILE*  '  •  . 


» 

• 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
(1) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2) 

PUPIL/ 

STAFF 

RATIO 

(3) 

PERCEUT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

SCHOOL  NAME 

TEACHER 
(?) 

ADMIN. 

(6i 

TEACHER 

a) 

ADMIN. 
(8) 

MALCOLM  X  ELEH 

PRE  K-6 

649 

29.5 

91.2 

0 

21.0 
• 

1.0 

11.2 

28.0 

HiWlGAIlET  IRENT 

< 

K-6 

784 

2,4.9 

88.8 

29.5 

2*0 

11*1 

28.5 

HAKY  E  KOZIHAN 

K-6 

1094 

26.7 

04.2 

39.0 

2.0 

11*3 

24.5 

MATTHEW  A  HENSON 

K-6 

901 

27.5 

93.2 

31.0 

2.0 

14.1 

29.0 

HEOFIELfi^HEIGHTS 

K-6 

A75 

26.4 

94.9     '  17.0 

1.0 

10.0 

36.0 

Hi^HTElELLO 

PRE  K-6 

1062 

27.9 

92.7 

36.0 

2.0 

6.5 

23.3 

HOROtCAI  GIS^ 

K-6 

611 

22'.  5 

92.2 

29.5 

1.0 

^10.1 

22.0 

HORRELL 

K-6 

S25 

23.5 

92.2' 

21.3 

1.0. 

7.3 

27.0 

HT  ROYAL 

* 

PRE  K-6         •  560 

* 

18.7 

93.5 

28«0 

2.0 

10.8 

24.1 

HT  WASH  INGTOff 

K-5 

* 

A2S 

23.8 

9^.3 

17.0 
10.5 

1.0 

15.8 

26.0 

HT  ^INANS 

K-6 

',329 

28.6 

89.1 

1.0  . 

10.4 

27.0 

NORTHWOOO 

.  m 

K-6 

1231^ 

30.8 

^4.45 

2*0 

7.9 

23.0 

qilVER  CROMWELL 

PRE  K'Jfii 

.  796- 

24.1  ' 

-91.0 

31.0 

"  9.2 

24.0 

0 

'70LIVER  H  perry' 

K-6 

A27 

21.3 

88.2 

19.0 

IwO 

9.4 

23.5 

PATAPSCO 

K-6 

715 

29.5 

^1.6 

26.0. 

2.0 

11.6 

14.5 

/  PATRICK  HENRY 

K-* 

2^7 

24.7 

91.4 

11.0 

1.0 

11.8 

,f9.0 

V 

PIMLICO 

K-6 

16A5 

29.4 

89.0 

99.8 

3.0 

9.1 

28.3 

RAGNEL  HEIGHTS 

K-6  • 

f 

766  ^ 

24.7 

93.7 

29.0 

2.0^ 

A 

a. 5 

35.9 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  AlOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DfSAD- 

VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA-  ' 
TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
I^.COME 
(S) 

(12)  ° 


20.9  10.5 


29.3  *^io.O 


ia«  6      .    10 . 8 


35.7  9.7 


11.7  ^11.1 


11.3  9.1 


26..  8  11.9 


33.1     «  9.3 


23.7  8.4 


47.9  9.4 


30.1  9.4 


17.3  10.6 


8605.0 


7435.0 


9329.0 


7220.0 


8.5  11.7  11017.0 


^4.5  10.8  10062.0 


9726.0 


9530.0 


8079.0 


.^.1  12.7  16613.0 


59«8  9.4 


5.4  12.2'  11974.0 


6792.0 


7754.0 


435JD.0 


7844. O 


8386.0 


6.4  11.2  10140.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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TABLE  4. 


RELATION  OF 
ARJEASt  WITH 
CONTROLLED* 


ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKJLL 
NONVERBAL'  ABILITY.  STATISTICALLY 


BALTIMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  umz 


SKILL  AREAS 
COHPREHCNSIpH 


VOCABULARY  READING 

*  •  u  ^ 

OHAOE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE    HABY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE    MARY-  DlFFER- 
^y,  LAND'        E^C^  LAND  ENCE 

9AS  GE        NORM  G&  NORM 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


AVERAGE    MARY-  DIFFER- 
LAND  ENCE 

gE'  norm 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

AVEf^AGE    MARY-^  DTFFER- 
'  LAND  ENCE 
GE  NORM 


MALCOLH  X  LLEM 
MAKGAKFT  di<ENT 


3      B6.1  2.59 


3  90,4  2.H0 
b      06.7  4,40 


2.69 


2.90 


-.10  2,67 


-.50  " 


^*73 
4,25 


2,69        -.02        3,07         3,10  -•03- 


2,94  -•21 
4,10  ♦•07 


1.09  3.3U  -.25 

4.56 


2.02 


2.93 

U.72, 


2.09  -.07 


3.10 
4.50 


-.17 
♦  .22 


HA«Y  t  ROU  )AN 


3      00.0     .  2.30 


2.06 


-.4fl 
-.10 


2.63 
4.27 


2.07  -.24 
4.53  -.26 


3.  ?5l        .3.26  -.01 

4.  n4  H.75  ^.09 


2.04 
4.62 


3.0i» 
4.00 


.20 
.IB 


MATTlltW  A  HENSON 


3  00.6  2.62 
5      06.0  4.14 


2.79 
4.04 


-.17 
♦  .10 


2.02 
4.22 


2.62  ♦.OO 
4.16  ^.06 


3.17.  3.22  -.OS 
>.40  4.45  ♦.OS 


2^91 
4.32 


3.00 
4.5t 


-.09 
-.10 


MtOPlLLO  llcIGHTS 


3  90.5  3.40 
5    ;02.2  5^22g 


3.45^ 
5.31 


-.05 
-.09 


3.53 
5,10 


3.51  .  4^.02 
5.39  -.21 


4.05  3.06  ^.19 

5.i66  5.56  ♦.in 


3.74 
5.50 


3.55 
5.66 


♦.19 
-.02 


HOUTEOFLLO 


3  05.7  2.43 
b      06.1  3.90 


2.69 
4.16 


-.26 
-.26 


2.40 
3.90 


2.60  -.20 
4.23  -.25 


3.1<4^  3.07  #.09 
4.64  '       4. 46  ♦.lA 


2.76 
4.52 


2.09 
4,52 


-.13 
♦  .00 


MOkOLCaI  01 ST 


3«  dS.5  2.50 
5      91.5  ^  4.33 


2.71 
4.57 


-.21 
-.24 


2.58 
4.44 


2.70  -.12 
4.66  -.22 


2.9d  '  3.10  -.12 
4.76  4.00  -.04 


2. 07 
4.76 


2.00 
4.^6 


-.01 
-.10 


MOuRtLL 


3  90.4  3.15 
5      96.1  4.65 


3.34 
4.70 


-.19 
-.05 


3.11 
4.50 


3.42  -.31 
4.79  -.21 


3.92  3.79  ^.13 

4.9|[  5.15  -.17 


3.36 
5.13 


3.51 
5.17 


-.16 
-.04 


MT  ROYAL 


3  98.9  3.40 
5      96.0  4.03 


3.46  4.02  '  —3.62 
H.06        -.03  **.06 


3.54 
4.99 


♦  .00 
-.13 


4.19  ' 
5.72 


3.90  4.25  3.60 
5.M        ^'^^  ^-^^ 


3.55  +.05 
5.17  +.00 


MT  mAShINOTON 


3  111.9  4.59 
5     111. 2  6.07 


4.30  ♦•29  4.07 
6.17        -.10  5.99 


4.30 
6.16 


♦  .49 
-.17 


5»t6 
6.32 


4.60  ^.40  4.73 
6.30        *%09  6.20 


,4.29  ♦.44|  ♦ 
6.33  -.13 


MT  WINANS 


3  90.1 
5  77.9 


2.59 
3.40 


2.03  -.24  2.62 
3.31        ^.09  3.55 


2.91 
3.49 


-.29 
♦  .06 


2fn5 

3.61 


3.31  -.46  2.75 
3.T6        -.15  3.06 


3.05  '  -.30 
3.03  4.03 


NOHTHWOOO 


3  93.3  3.15 
5      9'5.5  4.37 


3.19  -.04  3.13 
4.94        -.57  4.60 


3.20 
4.99 


.07 
.39 


3.  n4 

4.  no 


3.57  ^.27  3.55 
5.13        -.25  4.99 


3.30  4*.25 
5.10  -.19 


OLIVCH  CHO^WELL 


3  07.0  2.50 
5      05.3  3.69 


2.60  -.10  2.69 
3.90        -.21  3.91 


2.71 
4.03 


.02 
.12 


15.13 
4.20 


3.12  ♦.Ol  2.90 
4.34        -.14  4.13 


2.91  +.07 
4.39  -.26 


OLIVEH  H  PLRHY 


3  07.5  2.05 
5      93.6  4.34 


2.60  ♦•17  2.50 
4.43        -.09  4^60 


2,71 
4.55 


-.21 
♦  .05 


'3.no 

4. A3 


3.,12'  -.04  2.96 
4.94        -.11  5.02 


2.9H  ♦.02 
4.97  ♦,05 


PATAP5C0 


03.5 
07.5 


2.24 
3.52 


2.46 
3.97 


-.22 
-.45 


2.57 
3.03 


2.49 
4.15 


♦  .00 
-.32 


2.90 
4.^0 


2.92 
4.42 


♦  .06 
-.22  . 


2.03 
4.25 


2.72 
4.48 


♦  .11 
-.23 


PATRICK  Ht^RY 
PlHLICO 


91.1  2.44 


04.4 
86^5 


2.55 
3.88 


2.92 


2.59 
4.12 


.48 


-.04 
-.24 


2,51 


2.75 
4.05 


2.97 


2*59 
4.22 


-.46  2.90 


♦  .16 
-.17 


3.29 
4.40 


3.36 


2*99 
4.44 


-.46  2.79 


♦  .30 
-.04 


3.02 
4.50 


5.13 


2.81 
4. Si 


.34 


♦  .21 
-.01 


HAliNtL  HEluHTS 


91.3 
03.9 


3.02 
3*46 


3.02 
4.05 


►  .00 
-.59 


2.86 
3.83 


3.04 
4.11 


-.18 
-.28 


3.49 
4.28 


3*42 
4.31 


♦  .07 
-.03 


3.04 
4.31 


3.10  -.14 
4.30  -.07 


1    SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1/,2  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OP  TERMS  USEl  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (•)  > 
ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 


RIC 


4-539 


(MALCOLM  X  -  RAGNEL  HEIGHTS) 


UALTIMOHt  /Ity 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


TABLE  5*     RELATION  OF  AC-HI EVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  eONiTKOLLED+  .  • 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCAnULAKY 


KEAOINd  COHPKEHENSION 


MAfHEMATICAL-  TOTAL 


LAN&UAtE  TOTAll 

OUADE  AVtRA^E  AVERaW    MARY-      OlFFrp-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIFFER-  AVEPAtE    MAKy-      OIFFFR-  AVERAGE    MARY-  OTFrER- 


bAS 


6E 


LAND 
HORM 


Ef  CE 


6C 


LANO 
NORM 


ENCE 


AE 


LANO 
NORM 


ENCr 


LANO 
NORM 


HALCOLM  X  cLEM 
HAK6Ar<rT  UHENT 


U6.1 


3  90, «» 
b.  .  56,7 


2.59 


2.40 


2.6b 


2.93 
H.02 


f06 


2A7. 


2,7J 
11.25 


2.6A 


2.96 
11.16 


-.01 


-.23 
♦  .09 


^07 

3.09 
II. n6 


3.09 


3.35 


-.02 


-.26 
♦  .15 


2. AS 


2.93 
M.72 


2. a? 


3.11 


-.05 


-.1ft 
♦  .25 


.>^MAHY  c.  ROUMAN 


3  tiS.O 
5  •9^0.7 


2.3a 
<*.26 


2.02 
<l.37 


-.11 


2.63 
H.27 


?.06 
H.H9 


-.23 
-.22 


3.?5 


3.25 
11.71 


♦  .00 

♦  .13 


2. AH 
1.62 


3,02 
11.77 


-.lA 
-.15 


^^TTfieur  ^iENSCfl 


.  J  OA, 6 
o^**  B6.A 


2.62 


P.Al 
11.03 


-.10 
♦  .11 


2.02 
1^22 


2.A« 
11.17 


-.02 
♦  .05 


3.17 
H.HA 


9. 21 
II.12 


-.07 
♦  .06 


2.^1 

(1.32 


3.01 
»I.«»A 


-.10 
-.16 


MbjFltLO  FLIGHTS 


3  95.5 
5^  102.2 


3.110 
5.22 


3.<ib 
5.36 


.05 
.14 


•3.53 
5.10 


3.bO 
5.H2 


♦  .03 
-.2* 


11.05 
5.66 


3.A6 
5.59 


♦  .19 

♦  .07 


3.7m 
5.nfl 


3.55 
^  5.62 


♦.19 
-.OH 


HU.^TEuFLLO 


3  ti5,7 
5  06.1 


2.H3  2.62 

3. 90  ^r>3Tt7 


-.lo 
-.07 


2. HO 
3.9t 


?.65 
H.12 


.25 
•  IH 


3. 16 


3.06 
H.57 


♦  .10 

♦  .27 


2.76 
H.52 


2.A5 
*S3 


-.09 
♦  .09 


3f  85. b 
b  91.5 


2.50 
H.33 


2.61 
H.HH 


A. 11 
-.11 


2.50 


2.6H 
11.55 


-.D"6 
*.ll 


.2.'»A 
H.76 


3.05 
11,70 


-.07  ^  2.87 
■'.02  11.76 


2. AH 
H.03 


♦  •03 
-.0? 


MOmHEcL 


J  9A.H 
9  96.1 


3.15 
H.65 


3.HH 
'  H.03 


-.20 

-.in 


3.11 
H.50 


3.H9 
H.92 


-.30 
-.3H 


3.02 
H.90 


3. 05 
5.12 


♦  .07  ''i,56 
-.IH  5.13 


3.5H 
5.17 


-.lA 
-.OH 


MT  ROYaL 

MT  MSMlNbfON 

MT  HI NANS 

NOhTHnoOO 

OLIVEH  CRulwtLL 

OLIVEH  H  PtlrtRY  . 

PATAPSCO 

PATHiCk  HL.mY 
PlMLXCn 


3  9A.9 
5  9A.fi 


3. HA 
H.a3 


J  3    111.9  H,59 
5    111.2  ^  6.07 


3 
5 


90.1 
77.9 


93.3 
95.5 


07. 0 
05.3 


07.5 
93.6 


03.5 
07.5 


91.1 


OH.H 
06.5 


2.50 
3. HO 


3.15 
H.37 


2.50 
3.69 


2. OS 
h.3h 


2.?H 

3.52 


2.HH 


2.55 
3.00 


3.H7 
H.09 


H.3I 
6.13 


?.91 
3.27 


3.11 
^.70 


2.71 
3.90 


2.7H 
H.62 


2. HO 
H.09 


2.97 


2.5H 
H.Ol 


♦.01  3.62 
-.06  H.06 


4.20  H.07 
-.06  5.99 


-.39  2.62 

♦  .n  ^  3.55 

♦.OH  3.13 

-.HI  H.60 


-.n  7.69 
3.91 


♦.II  2.50 
-.20  H.60 


-.^H  ,  2.57 
-.57  3.03 


-.5^  2.51 


2.75 

-.13  H.05 


3.b] 


H.39 
6.1H 


?.9ll 
3.H5 


3.16 
H.67 


2.7H 
H.OS 


?.77 
H.72 


2.50 
H.23 


3.01 


2.56 
H.15 


♦  .09 


♦.HO 
-.15 


-.32 
♦  .10 


-.03 
-.27 


-.05 
-.IH 


.27 
.12 


♦  .07 
-.HO 


-.50 


♦.19 
-.10 


H.I5 
5. ■'2 


5«|6 
6.12 


?.^5 
1.61 


l.ltH 
H.nO 


3.13 
H.oo 


3. no 
H.A3 


2.Q0 
H.?0 


^.QO 


3.P9 
H.HO 


3.00  «.27 
5.10  ♦.5H 


r.69  ♦.H7 
6.27  ^.05 


3.33  -.HO 
3.7H  -.lA 


3.53  ♦.SI 
5.00  -.?0 


3.IH  ^.01 

H.30'|  -.10 

3.17  -.09 

H.93  -.10 


2.92  ^.06 
H.H7  -.27 


3. HO. 


.50 


2.9«i.  ♦.ai 
H.HO  ♦.on 


3.60 
5.17 

H.W 
6.20 


2.75 
3.06 


3.55 
H.99 


2.90 
H.t3 


2.96 

5.02 


2.03 
H.?5 


2.79 


3.02 
H.50 


3.57  ♦.OS 
5.22  -.05 


H.20 
6.29 


3.09  ..3H 
3.A2  ♦.OH 


•3.27  ^.20 
5.13  -.IH 


2.92 
H.37 


3.1H 


♦  .06 
-.2H 


2.95  •  ♦.Ol 
H.90  ♦.OH 


2.73  4.10 
H.53  -.20 


-.35 


2.70  *.2H 
H.HO  ♦.OH 


RACNEL  HblwMTb 


3  91.3 
b  03.9 


3.02 
3.H6 


2.90 
3.70 


♦  .Oil  2.06 
-.39  3.03 


3.02  -.16  3.H9 
3.9H        -.11  H.?0 


3. HI  ♦.OO 
H.2^  ♦.o/r 


^    iKKoX"jE"ENCe*"'S?oll"  "  "PLANATION  oV  ASTERISK  C) 


3.0* 
4..1I 


3.16  -.It 
••.26  ♦.OS 


ERIC 
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(ROBERT  FULTOM  -  VLtlUETVI  LLE  ) 


TABLE  3.    'SCHOOL  LEVEL— COMMUNI TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL 
P.ROFILE+    '  ■  .  ' 


RESOURCES 


*  '            *      /  * 

/  » 

SCHOOL yyAME  . 

GRADE 
ORGANI- 
ZATION 
11) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 
MENT 
(2)\ 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
(3) 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE, 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN  . 
EDUCA-  • 
TION  OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 

MEDIAN^* 
FAMILY- 
INCOME 

(Si 

(12) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

1  ADMIN* 

1  (6) 

ROBERT  FULTON 

501 

27.6 

69.8 

17.0 

1.0  • 

12  •  5 

25.0 

i 

^11.1 

33.5 

9.1 

6458.0 

ROBERT  W  COLEMAJ^ 

'  K-6 

'  92.0 

23.0 

1.0 

14.4 

33.0 

16.7  ^ 

33.6 

9.8 

^937.0 

^OSEMONT 

PRE  K-6 

718 

26*6 

92.3 

9A  n 

1.0 

9.5^ 

27.0 

11.1 

.22.0 

9.8 

8399.0 

hUTLAND  ' 

842 

91 . 9 

36  .0 

2.0 

10.1 

24.0 

15.8 

38.0 

9.4 

66(}4.0 

S  COLERIDGE  TAYLOR 

PRE  Kt6 

751  ' 

2  ji*  1 

91.7 

33 . 5 

2.0 

13.9 

27.5 

11.3 

56.3 

8.5 

417().0 

SAMUEL  F  B  MORSE 

K-,6 

772 

2^  9 

88*.  9 

29 . 0 

2.0 

9.7 

27.0 

12.9 

26.0  ' 

8.2 

t 

^717Q.O 

SARA  M  ROACH 

K-6 

552 

26. "3 

94.0 

20.0 

1.0 

13.9 

38.8* 

9.5 

13.4 

10.3  * 

938K0 

» 

"    SINCLAIR  LANE 

K-^  ' 

812  < 

25.4 

92.6 

30.0 

2.0 

12.2 

26.3 

9.4 

Ifr.  6 

0  io.i. 

9752.0 

SIR  ROBERT  EDEN 

PRE  K-6  ^ 

512 

23.3 

91.0 

:!i.o 

1.0 

9.8 

36.0 

31.8 

8.9 

^896.0 

SPRlNGHiLt! 

PRE  K75 

800 

92.2 

30.0 

2.0 

^  8.0^ 

29.0 

15.6 

25.1 

IO.2 

6054.0 

0 

ST^HELENA' 

•  K-6. 

70 

23.3 

94.6 

3.0 

0.0 

9.9 

0.0 

0.0 

46.0  » 

6.9 

6352.0 

STEUART  HILL 


TENCH  TILGHMAN 


THOMAS  G  HAYES 


THOMAS  JEFFEBWON 


PRE,  K-6  .834       ^26. 9       86.3  29..0        1.0  8.5       25.5       22.6  34.3 

'<-6  796        26.6      90.6  26.0         2.0  5.6       11.5       20.0       '    25.9  ' 


8.3  .6202.0 


6.4  6942.0 


K-6        ^   709        19.7      92.6   '       33.0        3.0  12.6       32.6      22.2     *     51.9  6.6' 


THOMAS'  JOHNSON 


VICTORY 


VIOLETVILLE 


K-6 


PRE  K-6 


K-6 


505        33'.7       96.5  14.0        1.0  12.7  *    25.0  26.7 

929     '   24.8       92.0      \  35*5 


2.-0 


367    ■     16.3      91.4  2'1.5  1.0 


493        32.9       93.4   ^  14.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


b      r  'r  r: 
OOt) 


3932.0 


4.1  12.1  11684.0 


8.4       26.5       16.7         '14.9  6.6^  6596.0 


5.1     ,23.0      11.1^        46.6  9.6  .2703.0 

0  '  * 

(    ^  ■  . 

1.0     •     10.5      1«;8    "13.3  9.5  10193.0 


ERIC 


4^542 


RT  FULTON  -  VIOLETVILLE) 
TABLE  4. 


UALTIHORt  CITY 
;SCHOOL  SVSTEM 


RELATION.  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  ^0  MARYLAND  NO^  SKILL. 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL' ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  [       ,  .  ' 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL  "*     MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


SCHOOL  NAME  GRAUE  AVERAfeE  AVERAGE  VMARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIF^?''- /^ERAGE    [^J^V-  ^   01  FFER-  AVERAGE  M^^ 


SAS- 


ROUEHT  FULfON 
RUli^KF  Kk  COLEMAN 

KObEMONl 

RUTLANO 


Ge 


LAND 
NORM 


EnCE 


GE 


LANG 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NqRM 


GE 


LAND  -«i  -<pNCE 
NORM 


0* 

3 

b 

BB.3 
86.9 

2,H7 
2.B1 

'2•7^ 
3,9B 

-.27 
-1.17  • 

3 

^o 

51 

2.7B 

^.l2 

-.311 
-.61  ♦ 

3.n3  ' 
3.95 

3.19 
4.44 

-.16 
-.49 

2.92 
4.16 

2.9a 

4.49 

-•06 
-.33 

3 

b- 

BB.l 
B7.6 

2.<»8 
3.66 

2.76'' 
'♦.09 

-I^B 

-.*3 

46 
.73 

2.79 
11.22 

-.'33 
-.49 

2.7B 
4.27 

3.20 
4.49 

-.42 
-.22 

2.76 

4.35  a 

'  2.9B 
4.55 

-.22 
-.20 

3 

5 

B7.7 
B7.«» 

2.67 
4.07 

2.75 
i».13 

-.OB 
-.06 

2.53 

^.2B 

2.77 
"  H.23 

-.24 

•1^.05 

3.40 
4.5B 

3.17 
4.52 

4r.23 

t.06 

2^79 
4.61 

2.97 
4.57 

-.IB 
♦  .Oil 

3 

b 

B6.0 
B5.1 

2.24 
3.60  ' 

2.62 
3.B9 

-.3B 
-.29 

3.B1 

2'.  65 
4.02 

-.21 
-•21 

2.q2 
3.96 

3.06 
4.32 

-.14  . 
-.36 

2.73 
4.36 

2.06 

4.3a 

-.13 
-.02 

S  COLERIDGE  TAYLOR 
SAMUEL  f  b  MORbE 
SA.(A  M  RO/JtH 

SINCLAIR  Lane 

SIU  MOnERT  EOCN 
SPRINOMILL 


91.6 
86.1 


2.74 
5.10 


2.  B9 

3.  B1 


-.15  3.21 
♦1.29  •  4fc95 


2.97 
3.99 


♦.24  3.36 
♦.96  «  5.45 


3.37  -.01  2.9B 
4.33      ♦I. 12  «  4^B5 


3.0^6 
4.90 


3 

*  5 

92.7 
93.5 

2.66  . 
4,27 

2.97 
4.39 

-431 

-.12 

2.86 
4.17  ' 

3.03 
4.52 

-.17 
-.35 

3.41 

4.51^ 

3.42 
4.92 

-.01 
-.36 

3 

5 

91.0 
85.6 

2.43 
4.50 

2.97 
4.06 

-.54  * 
♦  .42 

2.66 
4.47 

2.99 
4.16 

-.33 
♦  .31 

3.01 
4.86^ 

3^38 
4.41 

-.37 
♦  .45 

3 

^5 

>.95.9 
^97.2 

3.10 
5.07 

3.24 
4.84 

-.14 
♦  .23 

3.29 
5.09 

^•?9 
4..  93 

♦  .00 

♦  •16 

t 

3.58 
5.48 

3.66 
5.21 

-.08 
♦  .27 

3 

5 

76.7 

ao,4 

^  1.79 
3.B1 

2.07 
3.53 

-.28 
♦  .28 

1.62 
3.9« 

2.05 
3.66 

-.>3 
.♦.26 

2.1^ 
4.41^ 

2.49 
3.99 

-  -.30 
♦  .42 

B5i3 

2.34 

2.63 

-.29^ 

2.40 

2.63 

-.23 

2.qo 

3.P4 

-.14 

2.72 
4.71 


3.57 
5.45 


2,33 
4.40 


2.71 


3. 12 
4.39 


3.20 
'i.95 


'  3.16 
4.4> 


.:5>'»o 

5.25 


2.3a 
4.05 


2.85 


-.14 
♦  .46 


-.IH 
-•05 


-.43 
♦  .2» 


♦  .17 

♦  .20 


-.05 
♦  .35 


.14 


ST  HELFNA 


STCUAKT*HILL 


-TL'iCH  TiLOtiMAN 


.85.6 

3.04 

2.5R 

♦  .46 

2.93 

2.61 

^  96.3 

5.23 

4.58 

♦  .65 

5.16 

4.74 

84.7 

2.86. 

2.51 

+  .35 

2.49 

2.53 

5 

81.8 

4.06 

3.59 

4.47 

3.85 

3.72 

3 

83.2 

2.27 

2.43 

-.16 

2.42 

2.44 

5 

86.5 

•^3.57 

3.93 

-.36  ^ 

3.87 

4.06 

♦  .32 

♦  .42 


-.04 
♦  .13 


.  -.02 
-.19 


4-.  24 
6. 45 


2.91 
4.21 


?.64 
4.07 


3.02 
5.08 


2.95 
4.10 


2.86 
4.44 


♦1.22  »  3.55 
♦1.37  «  6.48 


-.04 
♦  .11 


•  22 
i37 


3.0$ 
4.59 


2.85 
4.27 


2.84  ^.71 
5.11  +1.37 


2.7B 
4.^15 

2.71 
4^48 


♦  .27 

♦  .44 


-*21 


THOMAS  G  HAYES 


86.7 
85.7 


1.90 
4.20 


2.62 
3.80 


-.72  *  2.18 
+.40  3.81 


2.67 
3.98 


-.49 
-.17 


2.27 
4.48 


3.09 
4.29 


-.82  «  2.42 
♦.19  4.42 


2.87 
4.35 


-.45 
♦  .07 


TMoMAS' JEFFERSON 
THOMAS  JOHNSON 
♦  VICTORY  '  ' 

ViOLETVlLLi. 


3 

5 

98.4 
96.7 

3.52 
5.05 

3.47 
5.00 

♦  .OS 

♦  .05 

•3.70 
5.00 

3.52 
5.06 

t.l8 
^.06 

4. 05* 
.5.54 

3.87 
5.20 

♦  .18 

♦  .34 

3.60 
5.16 

3.56 
5.25 

♦  .04 
-.09 

3 

5 

92^2 
94.0 

2.94 
4.75 

2.96 
4.49 

-.02 
♦  .26 

2.93 
4.77 

3.01 
4.60 

-.08 
♦  .17 

3.43 
5.31  • 

'  3.40 
4.99 

♦  .03 

♦  .32 

3.29 
5.21 

3.19- 
5.02 

♦  .10 

♦  .19 

•  3 

5 

6(2  ,8 
85.5 

.2.53 
1  3.47 

'•^,42 
3.80 

J-.33 

2.68 
3.76 

2.46 
^.01 

♦  .22 
-.25 

2.95 
4.26 

2.89  ^ 
4.23 

.  +.06 
-  ♦.03 

2.70 
4.41 

2.67 
.4.30 

♦  .03 

♦  .11 

3 

5 

97.3 
99.3 

3.21 
5.81 

3.30 
4.95 

-.09 
♦  .86  * 

3.09 
5.58 

3.36 
5.04 

-.27 
+  .54 

3.61 
6.26 

3.73 
5.38 

♦  .08 
.♦.88  « 

3.41 
5.78 

3. '♦7 
5.40 

-.06 
♦  .38 

1 

i  SEC  CHAPTER  4|  SECTION  4.1..2  FOR  DEFIf^ITIONS  OP  TERHSiJJSED  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  (*) 
^    ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES.  • 
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(ROBERT  FULTON  -  VJOLETVI LLE,)' 
fVVBLE  5: 


BALTIMORE  Clfy 
SCHOOL  SYS r EM 


SCHOOL  NAME 


RfLATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MA^TVLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREAS,'  WITH^NQNVfeRBAL  ABLLIT^  AND  SDC IDECDNOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALtiV '  CONTRDLLED* 


,  vbciflULARY 


6E 


SKILX.  AREAS 

READING  COMPREHENSION 

DIFFE 
ENCE 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


^         ,  LANGUAGE  TOTAL   


G£ 


LAND 
NORM 


LAND 
NORM 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


EMCE 


ROBERT*  FULTON 
ROBERT  H  COLEMAN 
ROSEMOnT 
RUfLAiNf) 

S  CDLERIDG^  TAYLOR' 
SA<*fUEL  F  H  MORSE 
SAPA  M  ROACH 


(58^3 
06^9 


88,1 
87,6 


2,^7 
2^01 


12,48 
3*66 


2,79 


-.J2 


2,40 


4.04    ,   -1*23  *  3.51 


3,'  87.7. 
5  87,4 


67 
07 


86,0 
85,1 


2L24 
3160 


2.78 
4.10 


2.75 
4.08 


2.64 
3.88 


-.30 
-.44 


-.08 
-.01 


91.6 

2  J 

74 

3.00 

86.1 

10 

3.97 

92.7 

\ 

3.07 

93.5 

.^1 

9U0 

2.43^ 

2.96 

85.6 

4.50 

3.93 

.40 

.2a 


-.41 
-.34 


-.53 
^.57 


2.46 
3.73 


2, 5  J 
4.28 


2,44 
3.81 


3.21 


2.86 


2.66 
4,47 


'  SI.JCLAIH  LaNE 

95,9 

3.10 

3.28" 

-.18 

3.29 

b 

97,2 

5.07 

4«93 

♦  .l4 

5.09 

SIM  UOntRT  EDEn 

3 

76,7 

1.79 

?.05 

1.62 

5 

80,4 

3.81 

3. 48 

♦  .^^ 

3.92 

-SHniNGMiLL  ' 

3 

85,3 

2.3« 

'2. 60 

-.26 

2.40 

Sr  HtLFNA 

3 

85,6 

3. 04 

?.62 

♦  .42 

2.93 

S 

96,3 

b.23 

4.05 

♦  .38 

5.1b 

STCUAHT  HiuL 

3 

84,7 

2.86 

>.3n 

2.49 

5 

81,8 

4.06 

3.60  , 

♦  .46 

3.85 

TtfiCH  TILO-JMAN 

3 

83,2 

2.27 

.2.46 

-.19  " ' 

2,42 

S 

86,5 

3.57 

4.01 

-.44 

3,87 

TMOMAs  6  Mayes 

3 

86,7 

1.90 

2.69 

-.79  * 

2,18 

8b, 7 

4.20 

3.94 

♦  .2  b 

3,81 

THOMAS  JEFFERSON 

3 

98,4 

3.52 

3.44 

♦  .08 

3,70 

5 

96,7 

5.05 

4.88 

♦  .17  . 

5,00 

THOMAS  JOH.1SON 

3.  ' 

92,2 

2.94 

3.04 

-.10 

2,93 

b 

94,0 

4.75 

4.65 

♦  .10 

4. '77 

VICTORY 

3 

82,8 

2.53 

2.44 

♦  .09 

2.68 

5 

85,5 

3.47 

3.92 

-.45 

3.76 

ViOLETVlLLt 

3 

97,3 

3.21 

3.37 

-.16 

3.09 

5  • 

99,3 

5.81 

5.11 

♦  .70 

5.^8 

2.82 
4.18 


2.81 
4.24 


2^.78 
4.22 


2.67 
4. 04 


3.04 
4.12 


3, '12 
4.71 


3.00 
4.08 


3.33 
5.01 


2.05 
3.66 


2.62 
4 


2.64  ' 
4.94 


-.42  3.03 
-.67  *  3.95 


-.35 
-.51 


-,25 
♦  •06 


*-.23 
-.23 


2.78 
4.27 


3.40 
4.S8 


?.92 
3.96 


^*22 
4.43 


■  3.21 
4.48 


3.19 
4.46 


3.0a 
4.29 


.19 
.4ft 


-.43 
-.21 


♦  •21 

♦  .12 


-.16 
-.33 


2.9? 
4«16 


2.76 
'4.35 


2.79 
4.61 


2.73 
4.36 


2.99  -.07 
4.4g  -.33 


♦.17  3.36 
♦,83  *  5.45 


3.43  -.07  .  2.08 
4.37       ♦I. 08  ♦  4.85 


-.26 
-.54 


.-.34 
♦  .39 


-.04 
♦  .08 


-.43 
♦  .26 


.22 


♦  .29 
♦.22 


3.4^1 
4.56 


3.01 
4.86 


3.58 
5.48 


2.19 
4.41 


2.O0 


4.24 
6.45 


3.50 
.4.93 


3.39 
4.33 


3.69 
5.21 


2.50 
3.93 


3.04 


3.05 
5.14 


-.09 
-.37 


-.38 
♦  .51 


-.11 
♦  .27 


-.31 
♦  .4ft 


-.14 


3.06 
4.90 


2.72 
4.71 


3.57 
5.45 


2.33 
4.40 


2.71 


♦1.19  *  3.55 
♦  1.31  *  6.4H^ 


2.98 
4.54 

r.96 

4.52 


1  SEE  CHAPTER  4,  SECTION  4.1.2  FDR 
^    ACCDMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES 
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2.87 
4.35 


3.17 
4.43 


3.23 

4.9a 


3.14 
4.39 


3.41 
5.25 


2.36 
4.00 


2.84 
5.19 


-.22 
-.  19 


-.17 
♦  .09 


-.14 
♦  .01 


.7.19 
♦  .42 


-.17 
-.08 


-.42 
♦  •32 


♦  .16 

♦  .20 


-.03 
♦  .40 


2.83  -.12 


■♦,71  ♦ 
♦t.29  ♦ 


?.bft 
3.77 

-.09  - 
♦  .08 

2 
4 

.01 
.21 

3.00 
4.04 

-.09 
♦  .17 

3.05 
4.59  . 

2.79 
4.11 

♦  .26 

♦  •48 

2.48 
4.15 

-.06 
-.28 

2 
4 

64 
07 

2.91 
4.40 

-.27 
-.33 

2.85 
4.27 

2.71 
4.46 

♦  .14 
-•19 

2.72 
4.08 

-.54. 
-.27 

2. 
4 

?7 
48 

3.12 
4.34 

-.85  ♦ 
♦  .14 

2.4r 
4.42 

2.90'' 
4.40 

-•48 
♦  •02 

3.49 
4.97 

♦  .21 

♦  .03 

4. 
5. 

05 
«i4 

3.65 
5.17 

♦  .20 

♦  .37 

3.60 
5.16 

3.54 
5.22 

♦  •06 
-.06 

3.08 
4.75 

-.15 
♦  .02 

3. 
5. 

43 
31 

3.46  . 
4.96 

*-.0'3 
♦  .35 

3.29 
?.2l 

"  3.^1 
5.01 

♦  •08 

♦  •20. 

2.46 
4.07 

♦  .22 
-.31, 

?. 

4. 

95. 
26 

^.88 
4.32 

♦  .07 
-.06 

2.70 
4.41 

2.69 

4.3a 

♦  .01 

♦  .03 

3.42 
5.18 

^.33 
♦  .40 

3. 
6. 

81 

26 

3.78 
5.37 

♦  .03 

♦  .89  ♦ 

3.41 
5.78 

3.48 
5.**1 

-.Ot 
♦  .37 

ERIC 
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TA,BL5  3.     SCHOOL  L,EVEL— COMMUN I TY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILEr" 


^ 

i 

PERCENT 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER'S 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9) 

SCHOOL 

AGE  C>^ILDREN 

GnADE 
ORGANI- 

TOTAl 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF 
RATIO 
<3) 

AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE ■ 
(4) 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 

EXPERIENCE  ' 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION 
(1) 

MENT 
<2) 

(5) 

ADM IN . 
<6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN, 
<8 ) 

VAN- 
TAGED 
<10) 

TION  OF 
nu 1 ncK 
(11) 

INCOME 
<  $ ) 
.<12) 

WAVERLY 

K-6 

802 

29.2 

92.2 

24.5 

3.0 

6.5 

28«7 

16.2 

15.9  , 

ii.6 

1015.4*0 

WESTPORT                        PRE  K-6  . 

758 

20*5 

90.  7 

35.0 

2»0 

6.5 

28.3 

24.3 

48.5 

4 

9.0 

5934.0 

f  WESTSIDE 

K-6 

882 

23*6 

90.9 

35.3 

2.0 

14,5 

37.5 

16.1 

39.1 

10.0 

5663.0 

WILLIAM  FELL 

K-6 

384 

27.4 

86 .4 

13.0 

1.0 

11.4 

27.5 

14.3 

21.6 

8.1 

7369.0 

WM  M  ALEXANDER 

0 

K-6 

A36 

19  ■  8 

91 .4 

21.0 

1.0 

14.5 

32.0 

22.7 

49.1 

8.8 

5083.0 

*•  ■■  • 

WILLIAM  PACA 

K-6 

1143 

28.6 

89. 1 

39.0 

•  1.0 

8.1 

22.0 

12.5 

15.9 

8.5 

8713.0 

WINDSOR  HILLS 

K-6 

540 

23-5 

92 . 7 

22  ^ 

1.0 

a>4.5 

27.0 

8.7 

13.9 

11.6 

9921.0 

WINSTON 

K-6 

1208 

28.4 

93.4 

39.5 

3.0 

10.4 

23.6 

21.2 

13.4 

12.1 

10482.0 

WM  PINDERHUGHES  t 

K-6 

497 

26.1 

89.8 

18.0 

1.0 

6. '9 

18.0 

21.1 

44.8 

8.6  ' 

5284.0 

WOODHOME 

K-6 

641 

26.2 

95.1 

23.5 

1.0 

8.5 

22.0 

28.6 

2.2 

11.0 

11257.0^ 

YORKWOOB 

K-6 

768 

26.9 

94.9 

26.5 

2.0 

13.6 

29.0 

14.0 

6.0 

12*0 

10888.0 

CANTON  ELEM  G  JR 

K-9 

2073 

25.4 

84^6, 

78.6 

3.0 

7.9 

21.5 

13.0 

17.5 

8.5 

8809.0 

DIGGS-JOHNSON 

1-9 

484 

20.2 

79.2 

21.0 

3.0 

14.2 

25.3 

25.0 

44.3 

8.5 

5840.0 

FALLSTAFF 

F  S  K.EY  COMBINED 


489         18.1      93.5  26.0         1.0  10.3       32.0       29.6  10.5  12.1  12436.0 

K-9  1826         23.3       77.5  76.5         2.0  7.6       20.7       15.9  2V.5  8.5  7942.0 


HOME  AND  HOSPITAL 


NO  RESOURCE  DATA  AS  OF  9/73 


20.0  10.5  9012.0 


ROBERT  POOLE 
♦ 


K-^        1821        24.0      83.1  73.0        3.0  10.3      29.6      19.7  15.1  9.9  9061.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  A  FDR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 
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TABLE  4. 


BALTIMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SCHOOL  Name 


RELATION  OF 
AREAS,  WITH 
CONTROLLED^ 


ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 


SKILL  AREAS 


VOCABULARY 

6RA0E  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  MARY* 
LAND 


SAS 


GE 


NORM 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


DIFFER-  AVERACE    MARY-      DIFFER-  AVERAGE     MARY-      DIFFER-, AVERAGE.  MARY- 


EnCE 


6E 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


ENCE 


GE 


LAND 
NORM 


OlFJfER- 
ENCE 


WAVERLY 


9^.9 
9<»,5 


3.10 
4.45 


3.2<» 
a. 77 


.32 


2»99 

a,a7 


3.28 
<*.86 


-.29 
-.39 


3.70 
5.n3 


3.65 
5.02 


♦  .05 

♦  .01 


3.3a 
4.95 


3.36 
5.07 


-.02 
-.12 


MbSTPORT 


90.6 
63.4 


2.75 
3.93 


2.B6 
3.73 


-.11 
4.20 


2.B3 
3,91 


2.92 
3.97 


-.09^ 
4.04 


3.n9 
11.47 


3.32 
4.19 


-.v23  3.09 
♦  .2A  ^..15 


3.09 
4.25 


•f.OO 
-.10 


WtsTSIDt 


3  85.2 
5  85.6 


2.60 
3i99 


2.60 
3.93 


4^.00 
4.06 


2.48 
4.13 


2.62 
4.08 


-.14 
♦  .05 


5.79 
4.31 


3.03 
4.32 


-.24 
-.01 


2.75 
4'.47 


2.R2 
4.39 


-.07 
♦  .08 


«f  ILL  1AM  FELL 


79.0 
85.8 


3.03 
4*.  33 


2.19  4.84  *  2.70 
3.88        4.45  4.48 


2.17 
4.00 


♦  .53 

♦  .48 


2.<S0 
5.30 


2.60  -.10 
4.41         ^.89  « 


2.69 
5.01 


2.80 
4.45 


♦.19 
♦  .56 


WN  H  ALEXANDER 


86.1 
85.5 


2.20 
4.28 


2.59 
3.82 


-.^9 
♦  •46 


4.24- 


2.64 
3.99 


-.08 
♦  .25 


;>.94 
4.65 


3.05 
4.31 


-.11  *  2.66 
♦.34  4.59 


2.85 
4.37 


-.19 
♦  .22 


WILLIAM  PACA 
WINDSOR  HllLS 


3  8"*. 9 
5  90.8. 


2.45 
4.34 


3  91.4  *  2.96 
5      91.4  4.53 


2.55 
4.28 


3.04 
4.56 


..to  2.67 
4.06  <».<*3 


-.08 
-.0:5 


3.31 
4.51 


2.55 
4.38 


3.06 
4.64 


♦.12 
♦  .05 


♦  .25 
-.13 


2.88 

4*70 


3.57 
4.^9 


2^96 
4.78 


3.44 
4.80 


-.08 
-.08 


♦  .13 
4.09 


2.98 
5.01 


3.10 
4.87 


2.82 
4.81 


3.18 
4.86 


♦  .16 

♦  .20 


-.08 
♦  .01 


WINSTON 


WM  PlN0ERrlU6HE:b 


07.7 
87.1 


85.0 
63.6 


2.89 
3.88 


3.08 
4.40 


2.85 
4.33 


2 

3.69 


4.04 
-.45 


4.55  * 
4.71  ♦ 


2.87 
4.12 


2.87 
4.07 


2.85 
4.39 


2.56 
3i85 


♦  .02 
-.27 


♦  .31 

♦  .22 


3.50 
4.68 


3.04 
4.66 


3.23 
4.52 


2.98 
4.1'9 


♦  .27 

♦  .16 


♦  .06 

♦  .47 


3.18 
4.49 


2.87 
4.34 


3.00 
4.59 


2.79 
4.25^ 


.♦.18 
-.10 


#♦ 


,08 
,09 


WOODHOhL 


YUKKWOOO 


CANTON  ELEM  (  JR 


3 

99.3 

3.93 

3.48 

4.45 

3.76 

3.54 

♦  .22 

4.36 

3.89 

♦  .47 

3.96 

3.59 

♦  .37 

5 

102. 7 

5.61 

5.31 

4.30 

5.61 

5.39 

♦  .22 

6.02 

5.61 

♦  .41 

5.92 

5.64 

♦  .28 

3 

100.3 

3.96 

3.57 

4.39 

4.01 

3.63 

♦  .38 

4.49 

3.98 

♦  .51 

3.82 

3.65 

♦  .17 

5 

106.0 

5.98 

5.58 

4.40 

5.79 

5.67 

♦  .12 

6.37 

5.81 

♦  .56 

6.04 

5.84 

♦  .20 

3 

91.2 

2.61 

2.^9 1 

-.30 

2.74 

2.94 

-.20 

3.?8 

3.34 

-.06 

3.11 

3.14 

-.03 

5 

95,0 

4.91 

4.57 

4.34 

4.60 

4.67 

-.0*7 

5.04 

'  5.06 

-.02 

5.]7 

5.09 

♦  ;08 

7 

94,8 

6.2l  " 

6.34 

-.13 

6.33 

6.1^4 

-.11 

6.55 

6.65 

.-.10 

6.81 

6.96 

-.15 

9 

95.6 

7.95 

7.75 

4.20 

8.12 

7.81 

♦  .31 

•  8^07 

7.95 

♦  .1? 

8.37 

8.16 

♦  .21 

DlGGS-jOHNSON 

3 

100.3 

4.93 

3.40 

♦>.53  ♦ 

5.56 

a. 51 

42.05 

4.62 

3 

89 

♦  .73  ,* 

4.30 

3.58 

♦  .72 

5 

76.2 

3.20 

3.22 

>P.02 

3.66 

3.35 

♦  .31 

3.58 

3 

71 

-.13 

3.97 

3.78 

♦  .19- 

7 

81.6 

4.57 

4.88 

^^-.31 

4.73 

5.09 

-.36 

5.20 

5 

44 

-.24 

5.<(0  \ 

5.60 

9 

82.8 

6.21 

6.36 

-.17 

6.24 

6.25 

-.01 

6.42 

6 

68 

-.26 

6.22 

« 

6.72 

FALLSTAFF 

7 

104.0 

7.93 

7.25 

4.68 

7.55 

7.26* 

♦  .29 

8.03 

7. 

30 

♦  .73 

7.62 

7.51 

♦  .11 

P  S  KEY  COMBINES 

3 

94.4 

3.01 

3.06 

-.0-7 

'2.73 

3.14 

-.41 

3.23 

3. 

53 

-.30 

2.89 

3.29 

-.40 

5 

94.0 

4.70 

4.47 

4.23 

4.43 

4.59 

-;i6 

4.93 

4. 

97 

-.0«» 

4.93 

5.00 

-.07 

7 

94.6 

5.79 

6.30 

-.51 

6.00 

6.41 

-.41 

6.25 

6 

59 

-.34  ^ 

6.44 

f>.9l 

-.47 

9 

97.8 

7.31 

7.91 

-.60 

7.07 

8.05 

-.98 

7.45 

8. 

09 

-.64 

7.97 

8.36 

-.39 

HOi^E  AND  HOSPITAL 

3 

92.4 

3.04 

1.05 

-.01 

3.04 

3.09 

-.05 

3.05 

3 

47 

-.4? 

3.59 

3.22 

♦  .37 

5 

88.9 

5.06 

4.29 

4.77  ♦ 

4.99 

4.38 

♦  .61 

4.95 

4 

63 

♦  .32 

4.61 

4.68 

-.0" 

7 

89.7 

5.69 

5.73 

-.04 

5.96 

5.86 

♦  .10 

5.69 

6 

10 

-.41 

6.30 

6.23 

♦  .07 

9 

93.5 

8.04 

7.62 

4.42 

7.33 

7.46 

-.13 

7.75 

7. 

69 

♦  .06 

7.79 

7.81 

-.02 

RObERT  POOLE 


3 

69.8 

2.98 

2.88 

4.10 

3.03 

2.90 

♦ 

13 

3 

70 

3.29 

4.41 

3.38 

3.08 

♦  .30 

5 

91.6 

4.87 

4.43 

4.44 

4.94 

4.53 

4 

41 

4 

95 

4.82 

♦  .13 

5.29 

4.86 

♦  .43 

7 

94.8 

6.35 

6.29 

4.06 

6.42 

6.39 

4 

03 

6 

81 

6.56 

♦  .25 

7.04 

6.80 

♦'.24 

9 

92.8 

7.88 

7.54 

4.34 

7.90  - 

7.41 

4 

49 

8 

06 

7.66 

♦  .40 

8.?7 

7.78 

♦  .49 

I    SEE  CHAPTER  4t  SECTION  FOR  DEFINITIONS  OP  TERMS  USED  AND  EXPLANATION  OP  ASTERISK  («) 

^    i^COMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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BALTIMORE  Ci/y 
SCHOOL  SYST^ 


TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SCHOOL  NAME 


VOCABULARY 
GRADE  AVERAGE  AVERAGE  HaRY- 


SKILL  AREAS 


LAND 

• 

SAS 

GE 

NORM 

WAVEKLY 

9'».9 

3,10^ 

3,22 

b 

9U,5 

4. '4  5 

4.69 

l^tSTPjRT 

3 

90.6 

2,75 

2.94 

5 

83,4 

3.93 

3,74 

^  • 

* 

2.60 

2.59 

85.6 

3.99 

3.93 

Will  1 AU  C\  i  1 

3 

79'.  0 

3,  03 

2.19 

b 

6b, 6 

4,33 

3.94 

WM    M    Ai  PXAUnCB 
•in   n  MkCAAni/Cn 

3 

r  66, 1 

2.20 

2.6b 

5 

65,5 

4.26 

3.92 

3 

2,45 

2.57 

5 

90.6 

4.34 

4,37 

itfll^OSOp  MILLS 

3 

'  91.  <» 

2,96 

2.99 

5 

91,4 

•♦.53 

4,43 

WXnSTOM 

3 

87,7 

2.69 

;?.75 

li 

87.1 

3.66 

4.06 

WM  PUlpEHHiJGHtS 

3 

J 
6S,0 

%  3.06 

2.56 

b 

83.6 

4.40 

3.76 

MUOOHOmE 

3 

99,3 

3.93 

3.50 

b 

102,7 

5.61 

S.40 

YONKMUOO 

3 

100.3 

3.96 

3.50 

b 

106, or 

5.96 

5.66 

CANTON  ELEH  &  JR 

3 

91,2 

2.61 

2,96 

b 

95,0 

4.91 

4.74 

7 

94,6 

6.21 

6.24 

9 

95.6 

7,95 

7.66 

Dl(,6S-jOHi4:i>ON 

3 

1Q0,3 

4,93 

3.56 

b 

76,2 

3,20 

^.12 

7 

81,6 

4,57 

4,60 

9 

62,  B 

6.21 

6.40 

FALLSTAFf 

7 

104,0 

7.93 

7,25 

F  S  KEY  COHBINED 

3 

94,4 

3.01 

3.16 

b 

04,0 

4.70 

4.65 

7 

94,6 

5.79 

6.22 

9 

97,6 

7,31 

6.11 

^home  and  hospital 

3 

92,4 

3.04 

3.05 

5 

86,9 

b.06 

4.21 

7 

89,7 

5.69 

5.66 

9 

93, S 

6.04 

7.62 

ROuEHT  POULE 

3 

69,6 

2*96 

2.69 

S 

9i.6' 

4,67 

4.44 

7 

94,6 

6.35 

6.24 

9 

92.6 

7.66 

7.54 

OlFFEp- 
EfiCE 


-.12 
-.24 


-.19 
♦  .19 


4.01 

4.06 


4.64  * 
4.39 


-.45 
4.36 


READING  COMPREHENSION 
AVERAGE 


.12 
.03 


-.03 

♦  .in 


♦  .14 
-.16 


♦  .5n 

4.64 


♦  .43 

♦  .21 


♦  ,40 

♦  .30 


-.37 
♦  .17 
-.03 

4. OP 


♦  1  .37 
♦  .06 
-.23 

IP 


.66 


-.17 
>.05 
-.'♦3 
-.60 


-.01 

♦  .65 
4.01 

♦  .42 


♦  ,0P 

♦  .43 

♦  .11 
4.34 


GE 


2,99 
4,i47 


2.63 
3.91 


2.46 
4.13 


2.70 
4.46 


2.56 
4.24 


2,67 
4,43 


3.31 
4.51 


2,67 
4, 12 


2.67 
4.07 


3.76 
5.61 


•♦.Ol 
5.79 


2.74 
4,60 
6,33 
6,12 


5,56 
3.66 
4,73 
6.24 


7.55 


2»73 
4,43 
6.00 
7,07 


3.04 
4.99 
5.96 
7,33 


3.03 
4,94 
6,42 
7.90 


MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 


3.26 
4.79 


2.96 
3.9.0 


2.62 
4.06 


2.20 
4,09 


2.60 
4.50 


3.03 
4.54 


2.76 
4.20 


2.60 
3.91 


3.55 
5.46 


3.62 
5.72 


3.02 
4.65 
6.34 
7.66 


3.62 
3,32 
5.U3 
6.16 


7.26 


3.23 
4.75 
6.32 
7.94 


2.92 
4,56 
6.34 
7.35 


DIFFER- 
ENCET 


-.27 
-.32 


-.15 
♦  •01 


-.14 
♦  •05 


♦t50 
♦  .39 


LANGUAGE  TOTAL 
AVERAGE 


MATHEMATICAL  TOt^L 


2ii66  -,12 
4.07  ^,17 


.07 
•  07 


♦  •26 
-.03 


♦  .(i9 
-.06 


♦.27 
♦.16 


.21 
.15 


.39 
.07 


-.26 
-.23 
-.01 
♦  .44 


♦  1.94 

♦  .34 
^.30 

♦  .06 


♦  .29 


.50 
•  32 
.32 
.67 


3.10  -,06 

4.34  ♦.65 

5.63  ^,13 

7.43  -.10 


GE 


3.70 
5.03 


3.09 
4.47 


2.79 
•♦.31 


2.50 
5.30 


?.Q4 
*».65 


2.it6 
4.70 


3.57 
4.n9 


^.50 
4.66 


3.04 
4.^6 


4,^6 
6.02 


4,(i9 
6.37 


^.56 
5.04 
6.55 
6.07 


4.62 
n,56 
5.20 
6.42 


^.?3 
4.q3 
6.25 
7.45 


3.05 
4.05 
5.69 
7.75 


♦.11 
♦.36 

♦  .06 

♦  .55 


3.70 
4,95 
6.61 
6.06 


MARY- 
LAND 

'NORM 


3.63 
5.00 


3.37 
4.1^ 


3.03 
4.33 


2.64 
4.34 


3.09 
4.32 


3.01 
4.72 


3.42 
4.77 


3.19 
4.44 


3.02 
4.19 


3.91 
5.62 


3^97 
5.67 


3.40 
5.04 
6.49 
7.66 


3.P7 
3.61 
5.33 
6.61 


3.60 
4.96 
6.46 
^8.09 


3«46 
4,56 
6.04 
7.67 


3.32 
4.76 
-6.49 
7.60 


DIFFER- 
ENCE 


.07 
.03 


-.26 
♦  .31 


AVERAGE 

GE 


3.34 
4.95 


3.09 
4.15 


-.24  2.75 
-.02  4.47 


-tl'*  2.69 
♦.96  *  5.01 


-.15  2.66 
♦•33  4.59 


-.13  2.9fl 
-.02  '  5.01 


♦.15  3.10 
♦.IP  4.67 


.31 
•  24 


3.16 
4.^9 


♦•02  2^67 
♦•46  U.34 


♦  .45 

♦  .40 


♦  .52 

♦  .50 


-.1? 

♦  .00 

♦  •06 

♦  .19 


♦  •65 
-.03 
-.13 
-a9 


♦  •72 


.-.37 
-•03 
-•23 
-•6'* 


-.43 

♦  .37 
-.35 

♦  .06 


♦  •36 

♦  •17 

♦  .32 

♦  .46 


3.96 
5.92 


3.62 
6.04 


3. 11 
5.17 
6.61 
6,37 


4.3n 

3.97 
5.40 
6*22 


7.62 


2.^9 
4,93 
6,44 
7.97 


3.59 
4.61 
6.30 
7.79 


3.36 
5,29 
7,04 
6.27 


MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 


3.35 
5.05 


3.12 
4,23 


2.62 
4.39 


2.4a 
4.41 


2.67 
4.3a 


2*61 
4.76 


3.16 
4.62 


2,96 
4.,  SO 


2.6t 
4.24 


3,59 
5,66 


3,65 
5.91 


3.15 
5.09 
6.67 
6.02 


3.65 
3.69 
5,44 
6,63 


7.52 


3  .,33 
5.01 
6.65 
6.26 


3.22 
4,64 
6.19 
7.79 


*.07 
4,64 
6,67 
7,71 


DTFFER- 

ENCE 


-.01 
-.10 


-.03 
-.06 


-.07 
♦  .06 


♦  .21 

♦  .^0  ♦ 


-.21 
♦  .21 


♦  .17 

♦  .23 


-.06 
♦  •05 


♦  .22 
-.01 


♦  .06 

♦  .10 


♦  .37 

♦  .26 


♦  ♦17 

♦  .13 


-.04 

♦  .06 

♦  .14 

♦  •35 


♦  .65 

♦  .26 
-.04 
-.41 


♦  .10 


-.44  * 

r.oa 

-.21 
-.29 


♦  .37 
-.03 

♦  .11 

♦  .00 


♦  .31 

♦  .45 

♦  .37 

♦  .56 


♦  KfNV.'.D?I^E"?N'cEl's«J^s\"'''''"°''^  °^  »ND  EXPLANATION  o/aSTEMSK  ,., 
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PROFILE* 


GRADE 
ORGANI- 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLL- 

PUPIL/ 
STAFF, 

PERCENT 
AVERAGE 

DAILY 
ATTEN- 
DANCE 

TOTAL 

NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

^     '  SCHOOL  NAME 

ZATION. 

MENT 

RATIO 

(3) 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 
(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

1  ADMIN. 
( 0 ) 

ROLAND  MRK  EL  fi  JR 

K-9 

1301 

22.4 

90.9 

54.0 

4.0 

10.2 

• 

29.1 

WILLIAM  S  lAER 

.  NO  RESOURCE  DATA  AS  OF  9/73 

4 

lALT  CITY  COLLCGB 

9-12 

1261 

11.3 

76.1 

66.0 

3.0 

12 .4 

20t4 

lALT  POLYTECH 

9-12 

2137 

21.1 

9 

94t9 

99.0 

3.0 

17.1 

24t^ 

BENJAMIN  FRANKLIN 

7-9 

1313 

20.6 

13.2 

64.0 

3.0 

9.6 

26.7 

BOOKER  T  WASHINGTON 

7-9 

1361 

20.7 

73.9 

64.0 

2.0 

13.6 

24.0 

CALVERTON  . 

7-9 

231* 

20.7 

12.6 

110.0 

9  n 

10.0 

29.7 

CHERRY  HILL 

7-9 

1099 

19.3 

16.4 

92.9 

2.0 

11.1 

22.9 

CLIFTON  PARK 

7-f 

1710 

22.9 

73.2 

71.9 

3.0 

11.4 

20  ;i 

DUNBAR 

9-12 

1496 

11. 0 

71.4 

79.9 

3.0 

12. 3 

20.6  . 

PERCENT 

STAFF 
MASTER'S 

DEGREE 
Oft  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  AGE  CHILDREN 


PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 


MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER 
(11) 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
(S) 
(12) 


a.o  12:4 


23.0 
29.7 
10.0 
21.4 


13204.0 

8788.0 
1143.0 
10663.0 
1979*0 

10.1  1092.0 

10.2  6612.0 
9*9  6826.0 


9.9 
10.6 
11.4 

9.9 

9.3 


EASTERN  ^ 
EDGAR  ALLAN  POE 

FAIRHOUNT  HI'LL 

FOREST  PARK 
GARRISON 

GREEN SPRING 
GWYNNS  FALLS  MRK 

HAMILTON 

HAMPSTEAD  HILL 


9-12  1179  23.9  76.1  ,  4^7.0  3.0 
7-12  391    '    rf.O      97.8  23.0  2.0 


13.6  30.3  32.0  32.2 
10.6      22.7      21.0  37.0 


9.2 

10.3 
9.6 


7-12        1090        16.3      67.0  66.0        1.0  8.4      39.0      13.4  44.3 


9-12  968  16.9  69.3  56.5  2.0 

7-9  1935  19.5  11.0  75.9  3.0 

7-1  2033  23.1  87.8  89.0  3.0 

7-9  1160  11.7  91.2  59.0  3.0 

7-9  1901  22.9  61.2  76.9  '  4.0 

7-9  2324  20.3  79.0  110.9  4^0 


12.2  22.5  40.2  ^26.3 
9.7      26.0      16.6  18.3 


10.8 
11.3 


9149.0 

7933.0 
7027*0 


9.0  6048.0 


8557.0 
9149.0 


1.7  26.2  1B.2  ?1.8  11.1  8179.0 

10,0  37. a  14.9'  20.2  10.2  '  1479.0 

10.8  33.5  22.8  5.4  10.9  10704.0 

10.3  27.8  18.3  2*.0  8.6  8010.0 


SEE  APPENDIX  l^OR  DEPINITToN  OF  TERMS 
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(ROLAND  PARK  -  HAMPSTEAD,  HILL)  ^  .  ^  . 

TAT^l  P  4  RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
TABLE  4-     ^^^ATION^OP^  ^ 

CONTROLLED*        '  , 


BALTIHOR£  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


SKILL  AREAS 

LANGUAGE  TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY  REAOING  COMPREHENSION 


StHOOL  NmME  6HA0E 

AVERAGE 
SAS 

AVERAGE 
GE 

M<VRY- 

LAf^ 

NORM 

OlPFEP"» 
EfXE 

GE 

LANO 
NORM 

OIFFER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

"^E 

MARY- 

LANO 

NORM 

OlFFER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

GE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

OlFFER- 

EHCE 

ROLAND  PK  EL  &  JR 

3 
b 
7 
9 

ii0,5 
94,4 

9U  a  3 

U,72 
6.59 
6,71 
7.91 

4,46 
5.96 
6.27 
7,96 

♦  .26 

♦  .61 

•l>,44 
-,04 

4,69 
6.«3 
6,54 
7,60 

4.59 
6.0H 
6.33 
7.55 

♦  .10 

♦  .39 

♦  •21 
«,05 

5.00  " 
6.70 
7.12 
6«16 

4.69 
6.17 
6.53 
7.90 

♦  .11 

♦  .53 

♦  .59 

♦  .26 

4.56 
6,H6 
6.A2 
7,89 

4 ,  4lf 
6,20 
6.60 
7,92. 

♦•  IC 

♦  .28 

♦  .22 
-.03 

MiLLlAM  S  jAEK 

7 
9 

70.3 
71  0 

3.17 
6 ,6U 

3.74 
5.47 

-.57. 
♦3.17  * 

3,65 
6.69 

4.00 
4.69 

-.15' 
♦2.00  4 

4.16 
7.74 

4.55 
5.76 

-.37 
♦1.98  « 

4,^6 
6,90 

4,4a 
5, Si 

♦  .  10 
♦1.39  ♦ 

SALT  CITY  COLLEGE 

9 

66. «» 

7.24 

7,09 

♦  .15 

6,46 

6.63 

-,35 

7.19 

7.19 

♦  .00 

7,49 

7,24 

♦  .25 

lALT  PU.UT  1  Ctrl 

9 

117.1 

11.05 

9,95 

♦1.10  * 

10,51 

10*16 

♦  .35 

10,67 

9.77 

♦  .90  * 

11.26 

10,25 

♦1 ,01  « 

OLnJAMIN  pkanklin 

7 
9 

92,9 
9**  ■  9 

5.9i» 
7.9U 

6.09 
7.70  . 

-.15 
♦  .24 

6.14 
7,71 

6.21 
7.67 

-,07 
•^,04 

6.41 
6.13 

6.41 
7.83 

♦  .00 

♦  .30 

6,70 
6,36 

6,65 
6,01 

♦  ,05 

♦  .35 

UOOKEK  T  WASHINGTON 

7 
9 

63, 5 
85.7 

4  .62 
6.59 

5.02 
6,65 

-.20 
-,06 

4,94 
6,42 

5.23 
6.52 

-,29 
-.10 

5.  V 
7.1*7 

5.51 
6.86 

-.14 
♦  .61 

5.60 
7,  34 

5.65 
6.94 

-.05 
♦ .  40 

7 
9 

89.1 

^.41 
7,15 

5.27 
7,14 

♦  .14 

♦  ,01 

5.20 
6.93 

5.44 
6.94 

-.24 
-,01 

6,01 
7. SO 

5.73 
7.27 

♦  .2ft 

♦  .31 

5.73 
7, 32 

'5.A4 

f  •  OH 

-».ll 

—  .  Ufc 

CHtKRY  HILl 

7 
9 

B7,6 
8ft.  2 

.  4.99 
6.22 

5.46 
6,96 

-,47 
-,76 

5.09 
6,11 

5.63 
6.79 

-,54 
-.66 

5.66 
7.03 

^.66 
7 , 1 1 

♦  .0? 
— .  uo 

5,79 
6.02 

5,96 
7.  lA 

-.19 

-.36. 

CLlFTOrr  HAHK 

7 

65.7 

<t.n9 

5,26 

—  ,39 

'S  06 

5.46' 

-,36 

5.54 

5.74 

-.20  , 

5.63 

5,6ft 

-.25 

OUliBAf^  y 

9 

60.6 

6.114 

6.21 

-,07 

5,99 

5.96 

♦  .01 

6.54 

6.48 

♦  ,06 

6.77 

6,46 
6?9fl 

♦  .31.  ^ 

EAbTEXf' 

9 

a<s.6 

6.65 

.6.63 

-,1A 

6,49 

6.55 

-,06 

7.41 

6.97 

♦  .44 

6.87 

-.11 

EDGAR  ALLAN  POE 

7 
9 

72, <l 
UO.6 

4, 46 
5,73 

^.01 
6.29 

♦  ,57 
-,56 

5,36 
5,66 

4.16 
5.99 

♦  1.16 
-.11 

«  5.27 
6.63 

4.66 
6.52 

♦  .61 

♦  .11 

5,59 
6.39 

4,64 
6.46 

♦.95  ♦  ^ 
-.09 

FAIRMOUNT  ilILL 

7 
9 

76,7 
82,9 

4.65 
6,22 

4 , 56 
6.41 

♦  .09 
A  .,10 

c 

4,52 
6,03 

4.79 
6.24 

-,27 
-.21 

5.?fl 
6.32 

5.16 
6.66 

♦  .10 
-.36 

5,39 
6.46 

•>,27 
6,70 

♦  .12 
-.24 

FOHEST  PAHK 

9  B2.7 

-7.19 

6#5a 

♦  .61 

6,43 

6.17 

♦  ,2«^^  6.06 

6.71 

♦  .25 

7,09 

6,65 

♦  ,44 

GArtRlbOU 

7 
9 

87, 
-  91,9 

5.«»7 
7tl6 

5«46 
7.49 

♦  ,01 
-,33 

5,34 
6.67 

5*60 
7.22 

-,26 
-,35 

5.92 

5.66 
7.51 

♦  .06 

♦  .09 

5. AO 
7,52 

5.91 
7,59 

-.11 
-.07 

GHtEMbPHINu 

7 

87,0 

5.9b 

5.42 

♦  .13 

5.49 

5.57 

-,0f) 

6.12 

5.A3 

♦  .29 

5.90 

5,69 

♦  .01 

GMYNMb  FALLS  PAHK 

7 
9 

87,5 
90.0 

5.30 
6.5i« 

5.50 
7.25 

-,20 
-,7l 

^"5,20 
6,27 

I' 

5.65 
7.06 

-.45 
-,79 

S.ft3 
«  7.29 

5,92 
7.37 

-.09 
-.OA 

5,61 
6.95 

6,04 
7,45 

-.43 
-.50 

HAMILTON 

7 
9 

101,6 
100,2 

7.23 
8,64 

7,00 
6,35 

♦  .?3 

♦  .29 

7,09 
6,41 

7.04 
A. 25 

♦  ,05 

♦  .16 

7,60 
6.71 

7.12 
8.34 

♦  .4A 

♦  .37 

7.34 
6.61 

7,37 
6,54 

-,03 
♦  .07 

HAMPSrr.AO  HILL 

7 
9 

91,3 
9i«,0 

5.64 
7.33 

5,96 
7,56 

-,32 
-,23 

5,76 
7,46 

6.09 

-,33 
-,15 

6.29  * 
7.71 

6.33 
7.77 

-.04 
-.06 

6.11 
7.76 

6,60 
7.96 

-.49 
-.20 

ACCOMPANYING  "DIFFERENCE"  SCORES. 
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TABLE  5. 


BALTIMORE  CITY 
SCHOOL  SYSTEM 


RELATION  OF  ACyiEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  NORMS,  BY  SKILL 
AREASf  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED* 


SKILL  APEaS  ^  ^ 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


UANGUAGE  TOfAL 


MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


SCHOOL  NAME        .  GRAOE  AVERAGE  *VER*Gt  .  Mj«y-      O.PFEr-  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIPPE«.  AVERAGE    MARY-      OIFpVr-  AVERAGE    MARY'-  CPPER- 


ftOLAND  PK  EL  6  JH 


MILL I AM  S  JAEK 

lALT  CITY  COLLEGE 
lift  POLYTECH 

BtNjAMIN  FHANKLiri 


SAS 


3  ilS.^ 
b  110,5 

9  9«»,3 


70,3 
7i,0 


92,9 
9'»,9 


OOOKtK  T  ••ASMINGTO;^    7  fl3,5 
9  85,7 


'  CALVERT ON 

CttERMY  HlLu 

CLiFtOM  PAHK 

OUNHAh 

EASTCHtj 

EDGAft  ALLAN  POE 


7 
9 


d5,o 

89,1 


67,8 
d0,2 

85,7 


65,0 


72<'» 
A0,0 


GE 


•♦.72 
6.59 
6.71 
7.9M 


3.17 

8.6^ 


^  6A.4  7'.2M 
9    117,1  11,05 


5.9i» 

7.9^ 


'».A2 
6.59 


5.m 

7. 15 


6.22 


i».A9 
6. 14 
6.65 


5.73 


LAND 
NORM 


4.53 
6.07 
6.20 
7.71 


4.19 
4.5? 
4.51 
♦  .23 


3.55  _,3A 
5.05  ^3.59 


GE 


'».69 
6.43 
6.54 
7.60 


3.85 
6.89 


LANo 
NORM 


ENCE 


LANO 
GE      ' NORM 


7.0'» 
10.32 


6.04 
7.78 


5.00 
6.73 


5.21 
7.12 


7.01 


^.25 
6.17 
6.74 


5.78 
6.17 


♦.20  6.48 
•♦.73  10.51 


-.10 
♦  .16 


lA 
-.14 


6.14 
7.71 


i*.94 
6.42 


♦.20  •  5.20 
♦.03     ,  6.93 


-.4Q 
-.79 


-.36 
-.03 
-.09 


♦  .70 
-.44 


5.09 
6.11 


5.08 
5.99 
6.49 


5.36 
5.86 


•♦.62  ^.07  5.00 

•6.09  ,♦.34  6.70 

6.30  ^.24  7.12 

7  •53  ♦.07*  8.M6 


3.90  -.05  H,irih 
•♦.79       ^2.10  •  7.7'» 


6.83 
10.21 


6.15 
7.60 


5.22 
6.52 


5.41 
6.92 


5.64 
6.81 


5.43 
5.94 
6.53 


-.35  7;i9 
♦.30  10.67 


-.01 
♦  .11 


-.28 
-.10 


-.21 
♦  .01 


-.55 
-.70 


-.35 
♦  .05 
-.04 


6.41 
A.  t3 


5.37 
7.M7 


6.01 
7.5A 


5.AA 
7.03 


5.^4 


7.'il 


4.91 
6.22 
6.'»6 
7.75 


4.33 


t.ll  ♦I. 25  •  5.?7 
5.94         -.06  6.63 


7.17 
10.00 


6.33 
7.A1 


5.49 
6.90 


5.66 
7.23 


5.A7 
7.15 


5.69 
6.42 
6.91 


4.51 
6.42 


ENCE 


♦  .09 

♦  .4A 

♦  .6fr 

♦  .4t 


5.45       ^2.29  • 


Ot  . 

4.56 
6,'»A 

6.  A2 

7.  A9 


4.9a 
6.Q0 


LAND 
NORM 


•».4A 
6.24 
6.63 
7.A8 


♦.02  7.49 
♦.67  11.26 


♦  .OA 

♦  .3? 


-.12 
♦  .57 


♦  .35 

♦  .35 


♦  .01 
-.1? 


-.15 

♦  .1? 

♦  .50 


♦  .76 

♦  .?! 


6.70 
A.  36 


5.60 
7.34 


5.73 
7.32 


5.79 
6. A? 


5.63 
6.77 
6.A7 


5. -59 
6.3q 


7.24 
10.35 


6.49 
7.94 


5.62 
6.94 


5.79 
7.3t 


6.02 
7.2i 


5.A2 
6. .41 
6.95 


ENCE 


♦  •08 

♦  .24 

♦  .19 

♦  .01 


4,39  ^,19 
S.3S      ♦r.55  « 


♦  .25 

♦  .^1 


♦  .21 

♦  .42 


-.02 
^  ^.40 


-.06 
♦  •01 


-.23 
-.39 


-.19 
♦  .36 
-.OA 


4.5fl  rKOl  • 
,  6.41  -,02.K 


FAiRMOiiNT  .IlLL 

•  FOREST  PAHK 
OANRISON 

GHtENj,P«lH„ 
GuVNNS  FALLS  PARK 

HAMILTON 

f^AMPSTFAU  .ilLL 


7A,7 
82,9 


87,4 
91,9 


87,5 
90,0 


y  iai.6 

9  100.2 


7  91.3 
9  94,0^ 


4.65 
6.?2 


52.7  7.19 


5.47 
7.1ft 


87,0  5.R5 


b.30 
6.S4 


7.23 
6.64 


5.64 
7.33 


4.40 
6.41 


♦  .17 
-.IQ 


6.39  4.00 


S.M3 
7.44 


4.04 
-.2A 


5.39 


5.44 
7.22 


6.99 
n.39 


5.06 
7.6A 


-.t4 
-.6  A 


.PS 


-.2? 


4.52 
6.03 


6.43 


5.3^ 
6.A7 


5.49 


■i.20 
6.27 


7.09 
A. 41 


5.76 
7.4b 


4.74 
6.19 


5.60 
7.^5 


5.56 

5.6/ 
7.02 


7.02 
A.  22 


5.99 
7.49 


-.22 
-.16 


6.(6  ^.27 


-.26 
-.30 


.07 


-.41 
-.75 


♦  .07 

♦  .19 


.23 
.03 


5.  ^»0 

6.  ^2 


6.^6 


•S.02 
7.60 


6.12 


5. A3 
7.?9 


7.60 
A. 71 


6f?9 
7.71 


6.07 
6.62 


6;60 


5.04 
7^51 


5.  AS 
7.32 


7.10 
A. 33 


6.18 
7.72 


*    »1coSM^"fN^^•.D?^^E'i?N^E"'^C^^?^""'^  ^  ^""^  *N»^XPLANATI0N  op  asterisk  t*. 


♦  .2! 
-.30 


♦  .OA 

♦  .09 


.02 
.03 


♦  .11 

-.01 


5.39 
6.46 


♦ . 36  7.09 


5. AO 
7.52 


♦.32  5.90 


5.61 
6.95 


7.34 
A. 61 


6.11 
7.76 


5.17 
6.64 


5.90 
7.62 


5.94 


5.90 
7.4t  ' 


7.30 
n.52 


6.34 
7.A4 


♦  .22 
-.lA 


6.62  ^,47 


-.10' 
-.10 


.04 


-.30 
-.46 


♦  .04 

♦  .09 


-.23 
-.OA 
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TABLE  3i     SCHDDL  LEVEL—COMMUNITY  AND  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  RESOURCES 
PROFILE*     .         '      /  ° 


SCHOOL-NAHE 


PERCENT 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 

PUPIL/ 

DAILY 

ORGANI-' 

ENROLL- 

STAFF 

ATTEN- 

-ZATION 

MENT 

RATIO 

DANCE 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

TOTAL  NO. 

AVERAGE  YEARS 
EXPERIENCE 

TEACHER 
(5) 

ADMIN. 

(6) 

TEACHER 
(7) 

ADMIN. 
it) 

PERCENT 
STAFF 

MASTER*! 
DEGREE 

OR  ABOVE 
(9) 


SCHOOL  ItXiE  CHILDREN 

PERCENT 
DISAD- 
VAN- 
TAGED 
(10) 

MEDIAN 
EDUCA- 
TION OF 
MOTHER  ( 
111)  ' 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 
($1 
(12) 

HARLEM  PARK 


7-9  2507  '     21.2      tCS        113.0  5.0 


9.8      27.0  21.2 


41.7 


0.0 


■9626.0 


HERRING  RUN 

HOUSTON-WOODS 

JANE  ADDAHS 
LAKE  CLIFTON  SR 
LOHlARi) 

NORTHERN  PKHY  JR 

NORTI^HESTERN 
PIHLICO 


7-9         2531       ^9'.9      04.2        123.5  4.0 

/ 


7-12        1259        It. 3      77.7  65.4        3.0  14.7      27.0      17.9  44.2 

> 


9.1      23.9      io.M  17.3  10.1  9479.0 

59^40.0 


9-l2  112  7.4      77.2  13.0        1.0  12.7      41.0*.    1746  32.7 

9-12  2501  10.3  76.5  137.0  4.0 
7-9  15^0        20.0      76.1  7440  4.0 


9.3 

9.Z    V-  .WO"*! 


,'4-9,       .2670        22.3      04.9        115.5  4.0 


0.^2^'  ziMl  2i;3-''  v; 34.9  >»i-^"V'^^&^^36 
[9^     24.0      20.2  ' 

0.0      22.3  ^0.9 


50.6 


9.0^ 


7.7  11.9 


11046.0 


9-12        2525        21.5      00.9        112.5   /    5.0  11.5      17.5      35.4  2^.2  11.4  '9624^0 

7-9  1061        20.5      03.2  09.0        2.0  0.7      21.3      20.9  10.1  11.7  10117.0 


ROCK  GLEN 


7-9 


2733        22.6      79.7        116.0        5.0  10. 2^      21.7      17.3  11.9  10.4 


9550.0 


SOUTHERN 
SOUTHWESTERN 
HALBROOK 
WESTERN 

WILLIAM  LEMMEL 

* 

WOODBOURNE 


9-12  2171  20.2  77.7  104.6  3.0 

0-12  1505  20^7  79.3  74.5  2.0 

9-12  2351  22.0  74.7  103.0  4.0 

9-12  2452  22.7  91.0  105.1  3.0 


7-9 


2201  ^    21.2      02.2        100.0  4.0 

V 


12.4  20.7  31.2  24.6 

10.5  22.7  23.5  22.7 
f 

10.1      25*b  23.4  20.4 

12.6  29.3  40.0  15.9 
11.3      20.6  23.1  22*.3 


0.0 

9.7 
10.5 


7-9         1600        20.6      07.0  74.0  4.0 


0101.0 
0554.0 
0154.0 


9.0      20.5      20.5  20.1  11.5 


11.5  10ie3«D 
10.9  '0661.0 

9625.0 


WOODROW  WILSON 


"9-12  149        11.5      04.7  12.0        1.0  15.0      39.0      30.5  26.1 


0.8  7000.0 


SEE  APPENDIX -A  FOR  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS. 


Gil 
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TABLE  4.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  SKILL 
AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  STATISTICALLY 
CONTROLLED*  ' 


„  *  «.  oitt.S  *  

LANGUAGE  TOTAL  '  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 


VOCABULARY 


READING  COMPREHENSION 


SCHOOL  i^AHE 

GRADE 

AVERAGE  AVERAGE 
SAS  6E 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
EriCE 

AVERAGE 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DII^FER- 
ENCE 

AVERAGE 

6E 

M/C^Y- 
LANO 

NORM 

DIFFER- 

AVERAGE 
GE  ' 

MARY- 
LAND 
NORM 

DIFFER- 
ENCE 

HARLew  PABK 

7 
9 

A5,6 

H.97 
6.2H 

5.27 
6.7H 

-•30 

—  SO 

5,16 
6.35 

5.H6 
6.60 

-.30 
-.33 

5.50 
7.10  ^ 

5.73 
6.99 

-.23 
♦  .1^ 

5.H7 
6.09 

5.92 
7.09 

-.45 
-.20 

HegRiNc^  nott 

7 

9 

9J1.6 
96,0 

5 1^96 
77ftl 

r 

5.96 
7,07 

♦*oo 

-^06 

5,97 
7.6H 

6.07 
7.70 

-.10 

-.m 

0.2H 

6.30 
7.^5 

♦  .IH 

♦  .29 

6.H9 
0.1H 

6.40 
ft. 11 

♦  .01 

♦  .03 

HOgSTUri-WOODS 

7 
9 

flH  ,7 
fl7!9 

H»99 
6,37 

5.16 
6  ■  09 

-.17 

—  .  Zti 

H.09 
6.21 

5.36 
6.79 

-.H7 
-.50 

5.i«9 
7.16 

<  5.6H 
7^00 

-.15 
♦  .Oft 

b.»»3 
6.57 

5.70 
7.19 

-.35 

-.62 

JANE  ASDAHS 

9 

73i5 

6.70 

5,63 

♦1.07  ♦ 

5.00 

5.16 

♦  .64 

5.62 

5.92 

-.30 

5.73 

5.^4 

-.01 

LAKE  CLIFTON  SK 

9 

85,3 

6«52 

6.7H 

-.22 

6,32 

6^50 

-.10 

6.13 

6.91 

♦  .02 

6.77 

6.94 

-.17 

\0HBAHn 

7 
9 

00,7 
as,  7 

H*65 
6,27 

H.73 
6.62 

-.00 
-.35 

H.02 
5,06 

H.96 
6.53 

-.m 

-.67 

5.3<^ 
6.4H 

5.29 
6.06 

♦  .09 
-.02 

5.40 
6.52 

5.41 
6.95 

♦  .07 
-.43 

NORTHERN  l^KNY  JR 

7 
9 

90,7 
^7,5 

&«10 
8,20 

5.0H 
0.1H 

1 

♦  .3H 

♦  .IH 

.6,12 
7,93 

5.9H 
7.09 

♦  .1ft 

♦  .OH 

6.67 
0.V 

6.17 
0.00 

♦  ^50 

♦  .29 

6.H7 
0.?O 

6.23 
0.21 

^♦.2?» 
-.01 

IlIAM  T  u  w  r  C  T  I-*  11 M 

9 

IQH.O 

10,15 

0.66 

♦J  .'»9  ♦ 

10, or 

0,62 

♦1.39  ♦ 

10.37 

0.50 

♦  1,.79  * 

10,03 

0.06 

♦1.17  ♦ 

7 

.9 

62,9 

a7,H 

5.H6 
7.02 

5.00 
7,1H 

♦  .'»6 
-.1? 

6,65 

5.17 
6.70 

♦  .27 
-.05 

5.96 
7.59 

5.50 
7.16 

♦  .H6 

♦  ■  H3 

5,00 
7.20 

5.4n 
7.13 

♦  .32 

♦  07 

ROCK  GLcN 

9 

>9H,6 
93.ft 

6.17 
-  7.H9 

6.26 
7*67^ 

-.09 
-.10 

6,m 

7,03 

0 

6.35 
.  7.51 

-.21 
-.Hft 

6.73 
7.BH 

6.53 
7.75 

♦  .20 

♦  .09 

6. 46  ' 
7.65 

6.73 

7  AY 

» 

-.27 

—  . 

9 

92,1 

7,2fr 

7.H0 

-.m 

7,07 

7.37 

-.3,0 

7.66 

.  7.60 

♦  .06  ' 

7.04 

7.75 

♦  .09 

SUuTMwESTtMN 

9 

92,1, 

7,29 

—  .15 

6,57 

7.33 

-.7fr  * 

7.65 

7.50 

♦  .07 

7.34 

7.7r 

-.37 

WALBROOK 

9 

d5,2 

6.8H 

6.79 

♦  .05 

6.52 

6.H7 

♦  .0& 

7.17 

6-92 

♦  .25 

7.11 

6.91 

4.20 

WLSTERN 

9 

110,0 

10,03 

9.3tt 

41. HO  « 

10.37 

9.H2 

♦  .95  ♦ 

11. n3 

9.19 

♦1.0H  * 

10.43 

9,50 

♦  .05  « 

iriLLlAM  LLMHCL 

7 
9 

00.6 
90,0 

5*H2 
7.31 

S.S0 
7.20 

-.16 
♦  .03 

5,H7 
6.96 

5.72 
7*01 

-.25 
-.05 

6.17 
7.93 

5.96 
7.3»» 

♦  .21 

♦  .59 

5.90 
7.54 

6.05 
7.40 

-.15 
».14 

WOoOUOURr^ 

7 
9 

8H,7 
91.0 

1 

5,26 
7,05 

5.19 
7.HH 

♦  .07 
-.39 

5.33 
7,00 

S.3H 
7.12 

-.01 
-.12 

5.00 
7.60 

5.6H 
7.H6 

♦  .2H 

♦  .!»♦ 

5.71 
7.29 

5.65 
7.50 

♦  ,06 
-.21  ^ 

HUODROW  MILSON 

9 

7fr.H 

6,'^0 

6.09* 

♦  .H9 

6,20 

'  5.70 

♦  .50 

5.73 

6  .HO 

-.67 

6.33 

6.32 

♦  .01 

f  see  CHA^TCR  5ECTIDNA.1.2  FDR  tEFINITIDNS 
^    ACCDHMNYINC  "DIFFERENCE"  5CDRE5. 
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-    .   TABLE  5.     RELATION  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  TO  MARYLAND  (ijORMS ,  BY  SKILL 

AREAS,  WITH  NONVERBAL  ABILITY  AND  SOCIOECONOMIC  STATUS 
sK°?y^i^  STATISTICALLY  CONTROLLED*  ^ur^uniL  bTAiys 


SCHOOL  NAME 


 "M»I"0...,.„.,,„„.„„„.„„„  .„„ 

^      VOCABULARy  '  REAOINfl  COMPREHENSION^  LANSUAflE ' TOTAL  MATHEMATICAL  TOTAL 

OR.UE  AVERAGE  AVERaOE    MART-      OI.ER-  AVERACE    MART-      OIP.ER-  AVERAOE    MART-     OI..R.  AVERA.E    MART-  OITTER- 


SAS 


6E  NCmM 


6E  NORM 


at  NORM 


OE  NORM 


HAHLEM  PAKk 

7 
9 

05.6 
86.7 

a.97 
6.2i» 

5.23 

;^^.8*l'- 

-.26 
-.60 

5.16 
6.35 

5.(»2 
A.63 

-.26 
-i2« 

HeHNl/4G  RUN 

7 
9 

91.6 
96.0 

5.96 
7.81 

5.89 
7.91 

♦  .07 
-.10 

5.97 
7.6«» 

6.02 
7.73 

-.05 
-.09 

HOu^TOn-WOODS 

7 
•  9 

dU.7 
87.9 

<».99 
-6.37 

5. in 
6.98 

-.15 
-.61 

(».89 
6.21 

5.3i» 
6.78 

-.1*5 
-.5.7 

JANE  ADDAHS 

9 

73.5 

6.70 

5.33 

♦1.37  • 

5.80 

5.08 

♦  .72 

LAKE  CLIFTOA  Sft 

9 

65.3 

6.52 

6.68 

-.16 

6.32 

6.«»7 

-.15 

lomuakd 

7 

da.7 
65.7 

<».6B 
6.27 

i».70 
6.73 

..05 

(».82 
5.86 

(*.9i» 
b.52 

-.12 
-.66 

NOATHEKN  PKHY  Jft 
• 

7 
9 

90,7 
97,5 

8.28 

5.79 
5.08 

4.3<» 

♦  »20 

6.12 
7.93 

5.93 
7.91 

♦  .19 

♦  .02 

5.50 
7.18 


6*(»(» 

^.i»9 
7.16 

5.62 

6.A3 


5.38 
6. Alt 


6.67 


5.68 

7.qo 


6.21 
7.92 


5.60 
7.12 


5.69 
6.86 


-.18 
♦  .1ft 


♦  .23 

♦  .32 


-.11 
♦  .01 


-.07 
♦  .07 


5.25  ^.13 
6.90      '  -.06 


A. 13 
8.06 


♦  .5*» 
>.31 


5.*7 
6. 99 


6.(»9 
8.14 


5.43 
6.57 


5.73 
6.77 


5.48 
6.52 


6.47 
8.20 


5.A1 
7.05 


6.37 
8.06 

5.73 
7.18 


-.3* 
-.16  - 


♦  •12 

♦  .08 

-.30 
-.61 


5,6^-  ♦.U 
6.90  -.13 


5.36 
6.9i» 


6.28 
8.22 


♦  .12 
-.42 


♦  .19 
-.02 


WOHTHxrSTtwn 

PImLICO 

ROCK  GLEN 

SOuTHfN 
SOuTHwFSTt..<N 
i^ALBDOOK  ' 
i^E&TEHM 

i^XlLIAm  Lt  tMLL 
«00DU0I  (rtNL 
I^OOONOW  tilLSON 


9     104.0       10.15  8.82;    ♦1.33»  10.01  8.67      ♦1.34,10.37  8.71       ♦1.66»  10.03  0.93       ft. 10* 


9 
9 


82.9 
87,4 


94,6 
93,8 


92,1 
92,1 

a5,2 


5.46 
7.«2 


6.17 
7.49 


7.26 
7.29 


4.94 
b.92 


6.22 
7.65 


7.46 


♦  .5J> 

♦  .10 


-.05 
-.16 


5.4i» 
6.65 


6.14 
7.03 


5.16 
6.72 


6.32 
7.47 


♦.28  5.06 
-.07  7.59 


-.18  6.73' 
-.44  .7.«4 


-.20  7.07 
6.57 


-.17 


9     110.8  10.83 


7.M6 
6.67 

9.60       ♦1.2i  •  10.37 


-i20 
.70 


7.66 
7.65 


5.44 
7.07 

6?48 
7.70 

7.53 


7.53 


♦  .5? 

♦  .52 


♦  .25 

♦  .14 


♦  .13 

♦  .1? 


5.80 
7.20 


6.46 
7.65' 


7,«4 
7.34  * 


9.47-  -   V.go  •  11*"3, 


9.38      ♦i;^?  •  10.43 


7     as, 6 

9  90.0 


7  o'*.7'?3 

9  9\;Cf'*^ 


78,4 


5,42 
7.31 


^•58 


5,56 
7,22 


5>1* 
7.33 


-.14 
4  .09 


♦  .1? 
-,28 


5,47 
6,96 


5,33 
7,00 


5,72 
7.02 


5.34 
7.14 


.25 
.06 


-.01 
-.14 


6.  l7' 
7,93 


5.^8 

7^60 


5.95  ^,2? 
7.32  ♦.frl 


^.89         ^,69  6.28 


5.66        ^,62  5.73 


5.60 
7.42 


6. 10 


♦  .a/< 

♦  .18 


5.90 
7,54 


5.71 
7,29 


-.45  6.33 


*    JcCoSpA'SIfSG'il.ffPEiENCEi'lc^;".-""''"''''''  "  """"-^  '*> 


5.56 
7.13 


6.65 
7.82 


7.6i» 
''.64 
6.09 
9,67 


6.09 
7,41 


5.73 
7.52 


♦  ,24 

♦  .07 


-.19 
-.17 


♦  .20 
-.30 

♦  .22 

♦  .76  « 


-.19 
♦  .13 


-.02 
-.^3 


6.15  ♦.18 


v; 'i 
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Appendix  a 


ASSESSMENT  E^ROCEDURES  USED  IN 
PROGRTm  • 


1. 


Introduction 


f 


::niu. 


THE  ACCOUNTABILITY 


erence  source 


Appendix  A  serves  as  a  tecJ  ^ 
describing  the  assessment  instruments  and  pro^j^jj^res  used  in 
this  1973-1974- Accountability"  program.     As  su(|i,/jit  will  describe: 
.(1)     the  instruments  used  to  measure  student  Ibility  and  studeht 
achievement  and  why  theSe  particular  ins triWe^ts^  were  employed; 
-(2)     the  definitions  of  data  items  displayed  in  vWious  tables; 
and  (3)     the  formats  of  the  various  tables",  incorporated  into  this 
Report  -  what  is  presented  and  what  can  and  what  cannot  be  inter- 
preted- from  the  data  that  are  displayed, 


Although  this  is  a  technicali4ppendix,  it  is  still 
intended  for  interested  citizens  who  want  a  fuller  understanding 
of  this  first  year  of  educational  accountability  in  Maryland.  J 
Toward  this  end,  Appendix  A,  Appendix  B  -  The  Use  of  Regression  ; 
Analysis  in  the  Accountability  Program,  and  Appendix  C  -  Con^le- 
m^ntarv  State-Level  Dat_a,  are  all  written  to  present  a  description 
of  procedures  used  in  and  results  obtained  from  the.  1973-1974 
assessment  program.  1 


2. 


instruments  Used  £o  Measure  AcaH^mic  Ability  and 
Academic  Achievement 


Twd-  nationally  standardized  mel|urement  instruments 
administered  in  Spring  1974  were  the  sources  of  data  collected  on 
•  student  ability  and  achievement.     The  Cognitive  Abilities  Test. 
(CAT),  Form  1,  1971  edition,  was  used  to  measure  student  academic 
ability;  and  the  Iowa  Tests  of  Basic  Skills  (ITBS),,Form  5,  1971 
edition,  was  selected  to  assess  academic  achievement. 


The  ITBS  was  employed  for  state-wide  assessment  of  academic 
achievement  in  part  because  17  of  the  24  local  sch-fiBl  ,^stems  were  1 
already  employing  some  editio^i  of  it  as  part  of  their  regular  testing 
programs.  ^The  Cognitive  Abilities  Test  was  selected  because  it  had 
been  normed  on  the  same  population  as  was  the  ITBS.     Both  tests 
are  used  in  various  school  systems  throughout  the  country.  . 

The  ITBS  and|,CAT  were  administered  to  all  Maryland  public  . 
school  children  in  grades  7  and  9.  during  the  period  March  1  to  March 
31  and  to  children  in- grades  3  and. 5  during  the  period  April  15  to 
May  15.  ,  ' 

Cognitive  Abilities  Test  .  * 

'  < 

The  data  presented  here  are  from  the  Nonverbal  Subtest 
of  the  CAT..    The  Nonverbal  Subtest  was  selected  ad  the  sourci  of 
academic  ability  data  beqause  it  does  not  require  the  ability  to 
read  or  to  do  arithmeticaj.  computations,     The  test  items  involve 
neither  words  nor  numbers.     The  test  is  intended  to  measure  the 
student's  ability  to  reason  by  using  test  questions  that  are  not 
bound  by  formal  s^chool  instruction.  »  The  test  emphasizes  the 
discovery  of  and  flexibility  in  manipulating  relationships  expressed 
in  figures,  symbols,'" and  patterns.     It  has  three  part^: 


P*ft  I: 


Part  II: 


Part  III; 


Figure  Classification  (17  minutes). 
Figur?  Classification  measures  the 
pupil's  abilfity  to  defcecjnine  how  a  set 
of  figures  are  alike ^ahd  then  to  select 
from  five  alternatives  the  one  that 
belongs  with  the  set. 

Figure  Analysis   (14  minutes) .  Figure 
Analysis  measures  the  pupil's  ability 
to  determine  how  two  figures  are  related 
to  each  other  and  then  to  select  tv/o 
figures  that  are  related  in  the  same  way. 


ure 
ity 


Figure  Synthesis  (16  minutesK  Figv 
Synthesis  measures  the  pupil's  ability 
to  select  from  alternative  pieces  those 
that' when  combined  would  form  a  particu- 
lar whole.  S  ^ 

[i4H       ■  •• 
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tptal 
set  s 
grou 
100 

their  age 


the  ^scores  of  the  three  parts  ^are'  combined  to 'iorm  a 
nverbdl  Ability  Score.  ^  The*  Nonverbal-  Ability  .Scores  are 
that  a'  sQOjre  of  100  equals  the  aeverage  score  f ^r  any  age 
A  thirj:^  grade  class  with  an  average  Nonverbal  S<:ore  of  \ 


ndicates 


that,  on  the  averjage,-  the;  students 
11  Ott  the  test.  o£  nonverbal  reasoning  as  did  students  of 


(tionally  ( 


lowa^ Tests  of  Basic  Skills- 


I 


Thife  following  eight  tests  of  the  ITBS  were 
\se  as  measurement  ofr  academic  achiev;ein:ent. 
that 


elected  for: 


The  br.iefi(  descriptions 
a  general  indication  of  th6|skills  r^q^iired  for  . 
Ich  test.  *  . 


Reading  Skills 


The  Vocabulary  Test> 


Vocabulary -J  17  minutes)', 

measures  the  pupil '  s  understanding  of  the 
meanings  of  words  presented  in_short  sentences 
The  pupil  chooses,  from  among -four,  alternatives , 
'the  word  that  ^has  the  closest  meaning  to  the 
key  wdard.  *  « 

Reading  Comprehension  (55  minutes)  .    The  Reading 
.Comprphension  Test  measures  the  gu^il^s  ability  to ^ 
recoginize  and  understand  ^stated  or .  implied  factual 
details  and  relationships?  to  discern  the  purpose 
or  main  idea,  of  , a  para.gjs^aph  or  selection;  to  -  ■ 

organize  the  ideas  presented  in  a  selection;  and: 
to  evaluate  what  is  read.     Th^  test  usefe  short  - 
stories,   factual  articles,  and  poems  as  the  bases  ' 
for  the  test/  item.       i  . 

Basia^-Ijangu^ge  Skj.lls  '       ,  •  . 

Spelling  (12  minutes).     The  Spelling  Test 
measures|  the  pupil's  ability  to  recognize  mis- 
taken in?  spelling.     Each  test  item  presents  four 
words.     The  pupil  indicates  which,  if  any,  of 
the  wQrds  are  spelled  incorrectly^^' 

Capitalization  (15  minutes).     The  Capitalization 
Test  measures  the  pupil's  ability  to  recognize 
the' words,  in  a  sentence  which  should  be  capitalized. 
The  pupil  indicates  the  part  of  the  sentence  in 
which,  if  any,  an  error  in  Capitalization  occurs.  ' 
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Punctuation  (20  minutes) .    Ability  to  punctuate 
IS  .tested  by  «ftaving  the  nupil  indicate  the  pai:t 
,      of  a  sentence  pr  the  paift  of  a  correspondence 

letter  in  v^|5ich,  if  any/' ari  error  in  punctuation 
.  .occurs.  '  r  ■     '■     ■  ■     '  '  ■  ' 

^sage  (20  minutes) .     The  Usage  Test  mfeaSures- 
the  pupil.'  s  ability  to  fse  Vords' according  to 
the  standards  of  .correcily  writtea  English. 
•The  pup jj.  indicates  thefsfentence  in,  which,  if 
any,  errors  in  the  use       verb  fotms,  adjectives 
adverbs,  etc.  occur.  ' 

A  total  Language  score  is-  obtained  by  addrrig  together 
the:  grade  equivalence  .scores  of  the  fou^r,  basic  language  skills, 
tests  and  dividing  the  stun  by  four  j4"]f.  \ 


III.  Mathematics  Skills  •  s 

■  ■    "  i  , 

-Mathematics  Concepts   (30  minutes)  ,  The 
Mathematics  Concepts  Test  measures  the  pupil's" • 
ability  to  und,er stand  the  niimber  system  and  the 
terms  and  operatibns  used  in  mathematics  It 
goes,  beyond  the  igour  fundamental^  processes  of  -  ' 
•.  addition,  subtraGition,  ifiltiplica/bion  and  divi- 
sion by  exploring  6oncjB:^s  involved  in  currency, 
quantity^  time,  temper ai|txref,  wieight,  length, 
.  volume,  working  with  whdie  ^lumbers,  and  working 
'\with  decimals,  fractionsV  percents.,  and  ratios/ 
Tine  pupil  13  .pr;esented  with  a,  question  arid  four 
^   altejjnative  responses  from  which  he  is  to  select 
the  One  which  best  answers  the  question.^ 

Mathematics^  Problem  S6i\^ing  (30.  minutes)  .  The 
intent  l|Lh  this  test  is  to  measure  the  pupil's 
^abllity  to . solve  realistic  problems  presented 
ill  situations  he  might  experience  in  everyday 
'  ■     » living,  ;  The  terst  does  <npt  require  the  pupil  to 
compute  the  answer  but  to  select  the'  correct 
one  from, four  stated  alternatives.  " 


A  total  Mathematics  score  is  obtained  by  adding  togeth 
the  grade  equivalence  scores  of  the.  two  mathematics  tests  and 
dividing  the  suta  by  two  (2).  i    -  '  :  . 

,  550  ' 
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The  achievement  test  scores  are  expressed  as  GE  scores, 
read  as  Grade  Equivalence  scores.     The  first  digit  represents  the 
grade  and  the ' second  digit  the  month  within  the  grade.    A  GE  of 
5.7  would  be  read- fifth  grade  seventh  month. 


■  / 


The  academic  abilit;^  and  academic  achievement  data 
presented  in -the  tables  of  this  Report  are  basedvOn  the  average 
score  made  by  a  "^f  ade  in  a. 'school.     No.  data  cm  individual  students 
or  individual  classrooms- were  coilected.'-  -Ea(^^'"^Cal  scfipol  system  • 
collected  its  own  data  on  individual  students^^d  classrooms  in 
relati^on  to  its  own  needs  for  program  or  pupil^  appraisal  and 
diagnosis.  .  .  ' 

3.     ..  Discussion  of  Tables  Presented  . 

.1      Pfesented  he±e  are.  descriptions  of  table  formats,  . 
definitions  of  items  displayed  and  sources  of  data  shown  in  the 
tables,  by  level"  of  unijb   (State,-  local  school  system,  individual 
school).     This  discussion .will  assist  the  reader  to  learn  exactly 
what  data  are  sliown,;  so  that  proper  interWetations  can  be  made 
"and  improper  conclusions  avoided.  \ 

.       • .  ■  ^  /  *•  ■  ■ 

.2      3tate"level  Tables  X 


Table  1     /  Community  and  Public  School 
Resources  Profile 

This/4able  s\ammarize^  basic  resource  character- 
istics at  the  State  levfel.    The  source  for  the  data  on  community 
characteristics  is  th4  1970  Qensus  Bureau  Publication  PC (1)  -22 
General  Social  and  gfaonomic  Characteristics,  Maryland.     The  data 
for  the  item  "Percent  Disadvantaged  —  School  Age  Children"  are 
-provided  by  Applied  Urbanetics;»  Inc.,  psing  1970  Censvis  data. 
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Maryland  State  Department  of  Education  pub- 
lications iare  the  sources  for  the  data  on  school  and  staff 
characteristics  and  for  school  financial  charactferistics*  « 


Ternis  used  ,  in  the  Tabli  on  Cdpttiinity  and'  Public 

Resources  ^rpfile  are  defined  as  follo\^si  '  •  \ 

/  •  *  ■     .  •  » 

,.  «;  ■    .         *  ■ 

■     '  ■  .  .    ■   ■,  ';.   '      :  .  '■       .       ■        .   A      -.     •     ■,  ,  ' 

'    o   '    Median  Family  income  refers  to-  the  amount  wliich 
^divides ' the  distribution  of  total  number  of/ 
>  families  in  two  equaO,  groups,  one  having  incomes 

above  the  median  and  the  other  having  incomes 
'         below  the  median.  .  ^ 

o        bis-advantaged  School-Age  Children  refers  to  (1) 
anyone  living  in  a  household  with  more  than  one 
Pearson  per  rTQOm,  |2)   anyone  paying  rent  of  $70 
per  month  or  less,  and  (3)   anyone  living  in  a 
home  which^had  an  assessed  taxable  bage  of 
$10,000  p^  year  or  less. 

''  ■  '  •  ^  *       '  ' 

o        Average  Administrator  Salary;  principals/ 

vice  principals,  and ^administrative  assistants 
were .  considered  "administrators . " 

•       ■  .  * 

o     •   Average  Years  Teaching ♦Experience  refers  to  total 
years  of  teaching  experience,  divided  by  total 
nxamber  of  teachers. 

o        Average  Years  Administrator  Experience  refers  to 
^total  yeaa;s  of  administrative  and/or  teaching 

experience,  divided  by  total  number,  of. administrators 

•)   .  .    '  .        ^  ■ 

o  _    School  Level  Pupil/Staff  Ratio:     schbol  level 

administrative  staff,  teachers,  guidance  counselors, 
librarians,  and  therapists  were  considered  "staff . " 

o    #  Percent  Average  Daily  Attenda^n^^^     (Attendance  Rate)  ' 
was  determined  by  dividijig  the  total  number  of  days 
of  attendance  by  total  number  of  days  of  membership 
(number  of  days  a  student  was  enrolled  during  the 
regular  school  session) .  ^ 

o        Total, Per  Pupil  Cost . includes  such  current  expense 
costs  as  health  services,  pupil  transportation,  and 
operation  ^nd  maintenance  o£  plant,  as  well  as 
instructional  costs,  central  office  administrative 
costs,  and  pupil  personnel  costs.  . 

r:  r  o 
Ok)  4 
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o        Per  Pupil' Instructional  Costs  were  computed  by 

total  instructional. ..expenditures,  including  salaries 
of  instructional-  personnel,  costs  of  contractual 
services,  supplies  and  materials, , and  other  instruc- 
\  tional  costs,  divided  by  average  fiumber  of  pupils 

"belonging   (ANB) . 

o        Per  Pupil  Administrative  (Central:  Office)  Costs  , 
were'  computed  by  total  administrative  costs, 
including  salaries  of  central  office  a'dministralicrrs , 
■        /        -       costs  of  contractual  services,  supplies  and  mater- 

•■        ials,  and  other  administrative  costs,  divided  by  ANB, 

o    •    Per  Pupil  -  Pupil  Personnel  Costs  were  computed  by 
total  expenditures,  including  salaries  by  pupil 
personnel  staff   (counselors,  psychologists),  cost 
of  contractual  services,  supplies  and  materials, 
and  other  pupil  pers^nel  costs,  divided  by  ANB. 

o        Averages  were  computed  by  dividing  the  total  amount 
by  the  total  number  of  cases. 

o   '    Table  2    .      Nonverbal  Ability  (Average  ^ 

Standard  Age  (Score)  and^cademic. 
Achievement  (Grade  Equivalence) , 
.  by  Skill  Areas"  ~ 

This  Table  presents  average  Nonverbal  Ability 
Scores  for  Maryland  schools  (as  measured  by  CAT).     The  averages 
were  computed  .from  the  individual  student  scores  in  the  designated 
grades  in  each  school.     Also  presented  are  average  Grade  Equi- 
valence scores  (derived  from  ITBS)   for  Maryland  schools,  computed 
from  individual  student  scores.     Standard  deviations  are  provided 
in  each  case  to  indicate  the  variability  of  the  groups.     The  foot- 
notes on  the  Table  explain  the-  column  headings. 

The  following  is  an  explanation  of  the  symbols  and 
abbreviations  appearing  on  the  Tables. 

Average  6AS  -  the  average  Standard  Age  Score  computed 
by  grade  for  the  State. 
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SD  - 


Average  GE 


the  standard  deviation  for  the  State 
scores.     This  measure  provides  an  indica-' 
tion  of  the  spread  or  variability  of  the 
scores  in  the  distribution. 

-  the  average  Grade  Equivalence  achievement 
score  computed  by  grade  for  each  subtest 
and  for  language  total  and  mathematics 
total  scores. 


The  chart  below  provides  more  precise  information  about/ 
th,e  medians  by^  grade  and  skill  area,,  foir  school  averages  in  the 
national  norm  group:  ' 

Range  for  Me.dians  of  School  Grade  Equivalence 
Averages  in  the  National  Norm  Group  (ITBS) 


Reading  ■ 
Vocab-         Compre-             _           Capital-  .  Punct 
ulary            hension      Spelling    ization  uation 

3rd  grade 

3.7  -  3.8 

3.8  -  3.9 

3.9 

3.8  -  3.9 

3.9 

5th  grade 

5.7  -  5.8 

5.8  -  5.9 

5.8  -  5; 9 

5..  9 

•'- 

5.8  -  5.9 

7th  grade 

7.6  -  7.7 

7.7  -  7.8 

7.7 

7.8  -  7.9 

7.7  -  7.8 

9th  grade 

9.3  -  9.4 

9.3  -  9.4 

9.2  -  9.3 

9.6 

9.4  -  9.^5 

ERIC 


Mathe-  Mathe- 
Language  ^       ,jnatics        Problem  iriatics 
Usage        .  Total  Concepts      Solving     ,  Total 


3rd 

grade 

3.9  • 

3.9 

3:8  - 

3.9 

3.6  - 

3.7 

3.7  - 

3.8 

5th 

grade 

5.8  -  5.9 

5.8  -  5.9 

5.8 

5.8 

5.7  - 

5.8 

7tih 

grade 

7.7  -  7.8 

7.7  -  7.8 

7.8- 

7.9 

it- 

7.6  - 

7.7 

>      .  ■  ■ 
7.7  - 

7.8 

9th 

grade 

9.4 

9.4 

9.7  - 

9.8 

9.-2  - 

9.3 

9.4  - 

9.5 
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3      Local  School  System  Level  Tables 

•        Table  1         Comnjunity  and  Public  School 

Resolarces  profile 


7 

This  Table  summarizes  for  each  local  school 
system  (23  coilnties  and  the  City  of  Baltimore)  basic  resource 
characteristics.     The  data  items  and  data  sources  are  identical 
to  those  in' the  State-level  Table  1  Community  and  public  School 
Resources  profile,  page  App  A-5.  ^ 

'    •        Table  2         Nonverbal  Ability  (Average 

-  Standard  Age  Score)  and  Ac^ademic 

/  Achievement  (Grade  Equivalence) 

by  Skill  Areas  .  .  -  ■ 

This  Table  displays  for  each  local  school 
system 'data  comparable  to  those  displays  in  the  State-level  Table 
2  discussed  on  page  App  A-7. 

'    ^  .4      Individual  School  Level  Tables   (within  each. local 
school  system) 

•        Table  3  School  Level  -  Community  and  Public 

.  School  Resources  profile T 

"  ;  This  Table  summarizes  basic  school  and  commun- 

ity characteristics  as  of ^ September  1973  for  each  eligible  school 
(with  grade  3  and/or  5  and/or  7  and/or  9)   in  a  local  school  system. 

School  characteristics  data  are  supplied  by 
'  Maryland-  State  Department  of  Education  publications;  community 
characteristics  d^ta  for , School' Age  Children  are  supplied  by 
Applied  Urbanetici,  Inc..  which  updated  ESEA  Title  I  statistics 
from  1970  Census  data.  * 
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Most  items  in  this  Table  ar^  the  same  is  those  pre- 
.  sented  for  the  State  and  local  school  system  Community  and  Public 
School  Reggurces  Profiles;  new  measures  are: 

•  Percent  Disadvantacfed  refers  toj  the  percent  of 
children  shown  to  be  from  poor  families ,  using  ' 

'  the  Orshansky  Index  o:^  poverty.     ThO  Orshansky 
Index  is  based  on  size -of  family,  farm  027  nonf^rm 
residence,  sex  o£  family  head,  and  family  income. 

•  Median  Education  of  Moth^er  refers  to  median  educa- 
tional  level  of  females  25  years  of  age  -or  older. 


Table  4  Relation  of  Achievement  to 

Maryland  NormsV  by  Skiir^reas^^ 
witn  Nonverbal  Ability  Statistid 
Controlled  ^  ^ 


tidal ly 


This  Table  presents  the  differences  between 
a  specific  school's  achievement  in  the  major  skill  areas  and  the 
achievement  of  other  schools  in  Maryland  when  grade?  having  the 
same  average  tested  level  of  nonverbal  ability,  scores  are  statis- 
tically compared.     For  a  discussion  of  Maryland  Norms,  see  App.  . 
B-5  and  B-6.  '  ^ 


Table  5 


Relation  of  AQhievement  to  Maryland 
Norms,  by  Skil't  Ar^as,  with,  Nonverbal 
Ability  and  SpcjLoeconomic  ^^atus 
Statistically  Cc5ntrolleg  """"^ 


In  this  Table,  th^  differences  between  a 
specific  school's  achievement  in  the  t^'ajor  skill  areas  and  the 
achievement  of  other  schools  jn  J^aryland  having  similar  pupil 
populations  are  presented.     Sim4,3.ar  schools  are  those  defined  as 
having  the  same  average  nonverbal  ability  scorq  and  the-  same 
socioeconpmic  status  based  on  the  median  family  income  level  and 
the  median ^ducation  level  of  mothers   (females  25  years  of  age 
or  older).     Far  a  discussion  of  Maryland  Norms  see  App  B. 


ERLC 
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'  The  following-  chart  is  designed  to  assist  the  reader 
to  identify  the  general  location  of  a  particular  school's  achieve- 
ment in  relation  to  the  national  distribution  of  school  averages 
by  grade  and  skill  area.  . 

Range  of  School  Average  GE*s  Which  Would  Include 
Approximately  the  Middle  4  0  Percent-  of  the  National 
Distribution  of  School  Averages  (ITBS)* 


Vocab- 
ulary 

Reading 

/^vn  T~\  V"  o  1" 

^omprc 
hension 

Spelling 

CaDital— 
ization. 

Punct- 
uation 

Grade 

3 

3.5  -  4.0 

3.6  -  4.1  . 

3.6  -  4.2 

3.6  -  4.2 

3.6  -  4.2 

Grade 

5 

5.4  -  6.1 

5.5  -  6.2 

5.4  -  6.2- 

5.5  -  6.3 

5.5  -  6.2 

Grade 

7 

7.3  -  8.1 

7.4  -  8.2 

7.2  -  8.2 

7.4  -  8.3 

7.3  -  8.2 

T 

Gr^de 

9 

8.9  -  9.8 

9.0-  9.8 

o    n  on 

8 .  8  -  y  .  y 

p   q        q  9 

Us'age 

Language 
Total 

Mathe- 
matics 
Concepts 

Problem 
Solving 

Mathe- 
matics 
Total 

Griyde 

3 

3.6  -  4.2 

3.6  -  4.2' 

3.6  -  4.1 

3.5  3.9 

3.5  -  4.0 

Grade 

5 

SU  -  6.2 

5.4  -  6.2 

5.5  -  7.4 

5.4  -  6.0 

5.4  -  6.1 

Grade 

7 

7.3  -  8.2 

7.3  -  8.2 

7.5  -  8.3 

7.4-8.1 

7.4  -  8.1 

Grade 

^9 

8.9  -  9.9 

8.9  -  9.9  , 

9.2  -  10.2 

8.9  -  9.7 

9.1  -  9.3 

Schools  below,  the  range  would  rank  with  the  lower  30  percent  of 
schools  nationally  and  schools  above  the  range  would  rank  with 
the  upper  30  percent  of  schools  nationally. 

•v  cr>7    '   .  . 

App  A-11 


IS 


Appendix  B       the  use  of  regression  analysis  in  the 

^  ACCOUNTABILITY  PROGRAM 


Purpose  of  the-  Regression  Analysis 

'  •"  '...■>■■ 

'     The  results  of  the  accountability  testing* program  reveal, 
a  high  degree  of  variability,  in  the  average  levels  of  performance 
among  Maryland's  public  schools.     For  exarpple,  in  the  ninth  grade,  - 
the  average  grade  equivalence  (GE)   in  Vocabulary,  by  school,  rangeg 
from  £|t  low  of  5.73.  to  a  high  of^ll.05,  with  a  mean  of  8.49  and  a 
1.01  standard  deviation.  '  Approximately  95  percent  of  the  schools- 
attained  average  GE  levels  in  vocabulary  between  6.47  and  10.51, 
and  approximately.  68  percent  of  the  schools  attained  average  GE 

'\  y  '  ..... 

levels  between*?. 48  and  9.5  in  their  ninth  grades. 

The  primary  purpose  of  regression  analysi^s  in  -this  Report 
is  to  "account  for,"  or  "explain,"  a  maximum  percentage  of  such 
observed  variation  in  school  performance  levels  in  terms  of  related 
student  background  variables.     A  secondary  purpose  is  to  adjust  the 
observed  school  means  to  a  new  set  of  means,  from  which  the explained 
variance  has  been  removed.     Ostensibly,  much  of  the  residual  variance, 
still  present  in  these  adjusted  means,  would  then  be  the  result  of 
school,  installation  and  process  variables   (e.g.,  objectives,  prograi^  * 
effectiveness,  staff,  or  facilities).     Of  course,  the  success  / 
the  procedure  depends  on  the  choice  of  student  background  variables 
entering  the  regression  equation,  the  strength  of  their "relationship 
with  the  performance  criterion  measur^  Xand  with  the  process  vari- 
ables) ,  and  the  amount  of  inevitable  errdr.  .Still,  to  the  extent 
that  a  regression  analysis  is  found  to  be  successful,   it  serves  to 
resolve  the  following  dilemma:     schools  with  roughly  equal  unadjusted 
means  may  well  vary  .widely  with  respect  to  their  iiistallation  and 
process  variables;  conversely,  schools  which  are  equivalent  with 
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resp^t  to  their  installation  and  process  variables  may  well 
display  roughly  equal  test  performance  levels.     Thus,  a. regression 
analysis  permits  the  estimation  of  school  effectiveness  with  some 
protection  against  the  confounding  by  student  background  variables. 


2*  .The  Choice  of  Student  Background  Variables 

Even  a  cursory  inspection  of  the  literature  results  at 
once  in  an  endless  array  of  possible  choices  of  student ' background 
•variables:     e.g.,. race,   sex,   age,   family  structure,  student  ability, 
measures  of  socioeconomic .  status   (SES)  ,  attitude,  motivation,""  self- 
^  perception,  aspiration,  intention,   and  expectation.     AU  these, 
and  more,   have  been  shown  to  be  related  to  student  performance. 

Armor   (1972)  ,  Coleman   (1966),  and  Mayeske  (19'73)  have 
.Shown  in  separate  studies  that  up  to  10  percent  of  the  variation 
in  schodl  performance  can  be  explained  by  ethnic  and  racial  deter- 
miners.^   Comber  and  Keeves   (1973),   Plowden   (1967)     and  Purves  (1973) 
have  shown  the  influence  from  sex  and  age  differences,  even  when 
grade  levels  aire  held  constant.     Bachman   (1970),  Coleman  (1966), 
and  Mayeske   (1973)   demonstrated  that  some  achievement  variance  can' 
be  accounted  for  by  family  structure  differentiation  such  as  home 
intact  vs.  broken,  number  of  children,  and  head  of  household. 

Perhaps  the  best  known,  and  most  widely  employed,  cor- 
relate ,of  achievement  is  student  ability.     An  enormous  number  of 
studies, on  these  relationships  are  fxtant  in  the  literature.  Excel- 
lent summaries  may  be  found  in  Bryant,  Glaser,  et  al.  (1974), 
Hauser   (1969),  Hanushek   (1970)  ,  and  the  New  York  tJniversity  (1972).. 
in  general,  it  is  found  that  studeht  ability  is  a  strong  predictor 
of  achievement.     However,  it  ,is  also  found  that  the  measurement  of 
ability,^ "apart  from  achievement,  presents  severe  difficulties  which, 
in  turn,   lead  to  problems  o£  interpretation. 
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Next  to  student  ability  the  nbst  extensive  literature  on 
achievement-related  variables  deals^With  measur^s'^bf  Socioeconomic 
status.  The  New  York  University  (1972) ,  Eason,  Gary r  and' Crawford 
•(1^€5)  ,  HUsen  (1972),  Reiss  (1961),  arid  Thorridike  (1973)  give 
excellent  summaries.  All  present  strong  evidence  that  variance  in 
school  performance  is'  associated  with  differences  in^the  socio- 
economic  backgrounds  of  the  students.  ^  . 

A  number  of  studies,    (see  Bryant,  Glaser,  *et  al.,  1974), 
have  shown  a  partial  dependence  of  student  performance  on  student 
personal  characteristics  such  as  those  mentioned "above. 

Given  the  vast  number  of  alternative  choices  for  the 
inclusion  of  relate^  variables  in  the  regression  equation  for  studerit 
performance,  the  naive  approach  might  well  consider  inclusion  of 
them  all.     However,  two  objections  at  once  rule  out  such  an  approach. 
First,  the  cogt,  time,  and  effort  which  would  be  required  for  the 
collection  and  analysis  of  that  much  data  are  simply  prohibitive. 
Second,  as  it  turns  out,  all  these  various  measures  of  student ^back- 
ground are  highly  intercorrelated.     Now  it  is  in  the  very  nature  of 
regressioti  analysis  to  detect  tliese  intercprrelatidns  and  remove 
from  the  achievement  only  that  variance  which  can  be  attributed  to 
these' variables  "independently,"  that  is,  without  double  dipping 
due  to  overlap  in  relationships.     As  a  result,  it  is  found  that 
once  one  or  two  variables  related  to  achievement  have  been  entered 
into  the  equation,  little  or  no  additional  variance  is  accounted 
for  by  inclusion  of  further  variables.     Because  a  review  of  the 
literature  indicated  the  two  most  promising  Student  background 
variables  to  be  ability  and  socioeconomic  status,  and  becai^se  data 
collection  of  measures  on  these  variables  appeared  to  be  most  feasi- 
ble, the  Maryland  State  Department  of  Education  (MSDE)  decided  on 
these  two  variables. 
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In  the  recent  past,  the  term  "IQ"  and  the  concept  of 
intelligence  assessment  have  given  rise  to  considerable  contro-  • 
versy.-    Ppr  this  reason,  a  measure  called  "Standard  Age .  Score" 
(SAS) f  which  is  computed  from  the  Nonverbal  section  of  the  Cognitive 
Abilities  Test  (CAT) ,  was  chosen  as  a  viable  alternative  to  the  IQ. 
In  terms  of  its  relationship  to  achi-evement,  SAS  has  been  shown 
equivalent  to  IQ»^    Int>fact,  scores  on  the  nonverbal  ability  test 
are  considered  by  some  scholars  to  be  indicators  of  intelligence. 

In  the  last  three  decades,  many  indices  have  been 
developed  to  . estimate  socioeconomic  status  (SES) ,     However,  most 
of  these  can  be  shown  to  measure  the  same,  underlying  factor.  '  from 
the  literature,   it  appeared  that  the  two  measures,   "Mother's  Edu- 
cation"  (SES  1')   and  "Family  Income,"   (SES  2)  were  most  efficacious. 
Hence,  the  MSDE  decided  to  use  these.  . 

3.  Some  Terminology  and  Computational  Procedures 

In  degression  analysis,  distinction  is  made  between 
"dependent"  and  "independent"  variables.     The  dependent  variables 
are  often  referred  to  as  "criterion;  measures"  or,  simply,  "criteria." 
The  independent  variables  are  usually  called  "predictor  variables" 
or,  simply,   "predictors."^  In  the  accountability  study ,  the  criteria"^ 
are  the  school  average  GE'g  for  the  various  subtests  of  the  ITBS. 
The  predictors  are  the  SAS,  SES  1,  and' SES  2  measures  discussed  in 
the  previous  section. 

Unfortunately,  the  terminology  of  predictors ^and  criteria 
aroae  in  context  of  one  use  of  regression  analysis  which  the 
accountability  program  does  not  consider.     Frequently,  a  statistician 
is  given  the  scores  on  several  predictors  for  a  subject  with  unknown 
criterion  performance.     It  is  then  required  to  "predict"  a  probable 
score  on  this  criterion  on  the  basis  of  the  predictor  9<;6res.  In 
the  accauntability  program,  all  criterion  scores  ^re  known. >  Hence, 

>. 
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there  is  no  prediction  of  these  scores  in  the  ordinary  sense  of 
that  word.     Nevertheless,  the  predicteid  scores  were  computed  on 
all  ITBS  subtests,  for  every  school  ijn  Maryland  with  grades  3,  5,  . 
1,  and,.  9;-  on  the  basis  of  the  schools'  average  SAS  and 'SES  measures 
These  predictions  were  qompared  with .the  adtually  obtained  GE 
averages,  by  subtest.     The  observe*  differences  then  constituted 
the  "Adjusted  School  GE  Levels,"  fiA'' which  the  variation  explained 
by  SAS  and  SES  had  been  removed. 


The  analysis  was  first  performed  using  SAS  alone.  Then 
it  was  repeated,  in  a\stepwise  fashion,  with  the  successive  inclu- 
sion of>the  two  SES  measures.     iPhus,  in  turn,   the  predictions  were 
computed  on  the  basis  of  SAS  alone,  SAS  and  SES  1,  and  SAS,  SES  1, 
and  SES  2.     As  will  be  shown  ia  Section  4  of  this  Appendix, 
littlfe  was  gained  by  the  stepwise  inclusipn  of  SES  1  and  SES  2. 

In  symbolic  language/  the  following  is -an  exposition  of 
tjfte' procedures,   in  the  case  of  SAS^  alone: 

l;^et  Y.'     =  the  "predicted"  GE  average  on  some  ITBS  subtests 

for  school  i; 

'  .  *^  - 

Y.       =  the  observed^  GE  average  on  th^  same  sYi^test  for 
the  same  school  i; 

Xj,       =  the  average  SAS  for  any  school  in  the  Stat^j^ 

Y        =  the  mean  of  all  Y^'s^  same  subtest; 

X        =  the  mean  of  all  X.'s  for  the  State;  , 

'  Sy.     =^  tfie  standard  deviation  of  Y  in  the  State 

•  distribution; 

Sx      =  the  standard  deviation  of  X  in  the  State 
distribution; 

.4:  the  correlation  between  Y  and  >^; 
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Then 


and  'the  "adjusted  score"  ^pjr^  si  dual  is  ^iven  by 


RES  .  =»  Y.       Y.  •  ' 

J  a  1 


It^is  easy  to  sho^  that  the  variance  o'f  these  residuals 
is  given  by   V  * 


~^  var{RES)   =  Sy^{l  -  r^) 


fro^  ?wtilch  it  fol lows'" *t hat  the  portion  of  ordinal  variance  "ex-  '  | 
plained  by  SAS  ,  and  then  removed,   is  qiveiaf^v  r^ .  *- 

^    In  a  similar,  thoiigh/less  detailed  manner,  a  mp^iple 
regression  .equation  to  include  SES  1  Nand  SES  2  is  wri^;een  as  f callows: 

^i'   "  ^0       ^l^i       B2{SES  1)-  +  B^CS^S  2)  •  , 

whete  Y^'  and  X^^re  defined       ^efbre)         is  a  constant,  B^, 
B    are  "regress±&n  coefficients,"  and  the  SES  1  and  SES  2  self- 

-  *  , 

explanatory.    ^In  this  case,  the  portion  of  variance  in  the  GE's 
^counted  for  is  *R  /  the  squared  multiple  2^egres.sion  coefficient. 

/  '   All  computations  .were  jjerformed  ^th  the  Hise  o.f  ±he    \  " 
BMD02R  Stepwise  Regression  computer  program.     In  order^^q,  avoid  > 
confused  interpreiation,   the  column  •  in  Tables  4  jLj>i'^which*  contains 
the  "pi^^(U.cted"  GE's.is  titled  "Maryland' Norm. [■^ Tor  a  giv'en  school, 
its  entr^,^  in  the  column  represents  tl^ie  Maryland  ijorm  .in  view  of 


that  schod]^*s  ^S,  jind/or  SES  1,  SES  2  levels. 
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4. 


Results  of  the  RegressiQii  Rnalysls 


 rWission  anal^es^  were  performed  on  the  tExfd- , 

fifth-,  seventh-,  and  ninth-gr^e.  i&els,  by  gi^de  level,  on  the 
subtests  yocafajiiary^  Reading  Comprehension,^  Language  Total ,  and 
VMathematic^.  Total.    A-tl  regression  analyses  were  performed  in  a  ' 
."    stepwise  "fashion:     SteR  1,  SSS  alone  a^Tredicton  Step^^  SAS-— - 
and  SES'I  as  predictors;  Step  3 :     SAS,  SES' 1,  and  SES  2  as 
predictors,  ,         '       "  . 

'  ■    -      »     >  .  ■ 

'in  the  tables  below  are  sho^m  the  intercorrelations 
between  all  variajDles  at  eacl^  grade,  level: 

INTERCORRELATION  MATRIX  AT  THE  THIRD-GRADE  LEVEL 


1  SAST 

2j  Vocabulary 

3    Reg^ding  Comp. - 

4^  Language  Total 

5  "  Hath  Total 

6  Mother's  Education 

7  Family  Income  (SES 


1 

* 

1.000 


.875 
1.000 


.877 
.954, 
1.000 


(SES  1) 
2) 


INTERCORRELATION  MATRIX  AT  THE  FIFTH-GRADE  LEVEL 


4 

5 

6 

7 

.844 

•  .890 

.659 

.699 

.921 

.929 

.648 

.674 

.918 

.925 

'  .622 

.639 

1.000 

.921 

.589 

.604 

1.000 

.623 

.665 

1.000- 

.803 

1.000 

1  SAS 

2  Vocabulary 

3  Reading  tomp. 

4  Language  Total 

5  Math  Total. 

6  Mother ' s  Education 

7  Family  Income  (SES 


1 

1.000 


.g^7 
1.000 


(SES 
2) 


1) 


3.  . 

4 

5' 

6 

7 

.89X 

.865 

.902 

.659 

.686 

.959\ 

.921 

.912- 

.709 

.745 

1.000  \ 

.924 

.  .931 

.694^ 

.708 

NL.OOO 

.927 

.611 

.671 

1.000 

.645 

.'.701 

1.000 

.803 

/ 

1.000 

\ 
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INTERCORRELATioH  'MATfelX  AT  THE  SEVENTH-GRADE  LEVEL 


1  SAS 

2  Vocabulary 
Readirilg  rGoH^. 


'  1 
1.000 


4  Language  Total 

5  Math  Total  ^ 

6  -Mdther's  Education  (SES  1) 
n  Family  Income   (SES  2) ' 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6" 

7 

.893 

.916 

.833 

.912 

.727' 

.  .709 

.1.000 

..955 

.946 

.921 

.eei 

.682 

1.000' 

.926 

.952 

.665 

.681 

1.000 

.916 

.616 

.659 

1,000  ■ 

.625 

.686 

l.OOO 

.826 

» 

1.000 

INTERCORRE|.^VTION  MAT^tlX  AT  THE  NUJTH-GRADE  LEVEL 


1  SAS  / 

2  Vocapulary 

3  Reaciing  Comp. ' 

4  L6n^uage  Total 

5  Math  Total 

6  Mother's  Education  (SES 

7  Family  Income   (SES  2) 


1) 


.880 
.948 
.925 
1.000 


.934 
.941 
.961 
.939 
.000 


.690-. 
.711 
.639 
.657 
.653 
1.000 


.676 
.730 
.657 
.698 
.684 
.8  31 
1.000 
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A  useful  way  to  s\iinmari.ie  the  information  .contained  in 
the  fbui;  correlation  matrices  above  is.  th^e  following  table ^  which 
displays  the  percentages  of  variance  in  the  school  GE  levels 
accounted  for  by  the  various  independent  variables.  ^ 

PERCENTAGE  OF  VARIANCE  IN  SCHOOL  GE'S  ACCOUNTED  FOR  B%  STANDARD  , 
AGE  SCORES >  MOTHER'S  EDUCATION,  AND  FAMILY  INCOME 


GRADE  3. 


GRADE  5 


GRADE  T 


^IRADE^^ 


SAS 


Vocabulary 
Reading 

Language  Total 
Math  Total 


SES 


Vocabulary 
Reading 

Language  Total 
Math  Total 


77  . 

77 

77 

80 

71 

75 

79 

81 

42 

50 

39  * 

48 

35 

37 

39 


42 


c80 
84 
70 
83' 


44 
44 
38 
39 


81 
86 
77 
^7 


51 
41 
43 
43 


SES  2 


Vocabulary  45 

Reading  41 

Language  Total  36 

Math  Total  44 


56 
50 
45 
49 


47 
46 
43 
47 


53 
43 
47 
47 


SAS  AND  SES  1 


Vocabulary  • 

Reading        ,  77 

Language  Total  7i; 

Math  Total  79 

,  SES  1,  '  AND  SES  ^ 

Vocabulary  78 

Reading  77 

Language  Total  71 

Math  Total  80  fe) 


SAS 


80 
82 

75 
82 


81 

83. 

76 

82 


80 
84 
70 
83 


80 
84 
71 
85 


82 
86 
78 
87 


84 
86 
79 
88 
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From  tKe  above  table  it  is  quite  apparent  that  SAS  is 
the  best  single' predictor  of  achievement.     Note  that  the  SES 
indices  are  also  fairly  good  indicators,  ranging' from  35  percent 
of  the  variance  in  Language  Total  GE  schobl- aver ages  accounted  for 
by  SES  1  at  the  third-grade  level,  to  56  percent  of-  the  variance 
in  Vocabulary.  GE  school  averages  accounted  fpr  by  SES  2  at  tl\e  -  ' 
fifth-grade  level.     However,  it  is  also  evident ' that  the  relation- 
ships  of  the  school  average  GE's  to  each  of  the  variab;Les  SAS, 
SES  1,  and  SES  2  strongly  overlap  for  all  subtests  at  every  grade 
level.    For  this  reason,  the  use  of  the  ;SES  1  and  SES  2  data* 
provided  little  gain  over  the 'use  of  SAS  alone. 

Still  further  insights  into  the  relative  size  of  the 
contribixt|bns  mad^  by  the  independent  variables  may  be  gained  from 
4h^spection  of  the  F-ratios  computed  at  each  step: 


\ 
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GRADE  5 


GRADE  7 


GRADE  9 


-       F-VAX.UE  TO  ENTER  OR  REMOVE 
STEP  1   >    .    _        STEP  2  STEP  3 


Vocabulary 
Reading 
Language  Total 
Math  Total 


Vocabulary 
■Reading 
Language  Total 
Math  Total 


Vocabulary 
Readying 

Language  Total 
Math  Total 


Vocabulary 
Reading 

I  Language  Total 
Math  Total 


2904. 8iN 
2958.4^ 
2190.9 
3366.0 


2887.3 
3540.8 
2566.5 
3752.9 


906%  1 
J-194.7 
-  521.9 
1136.2 


938.8 
1368.0 

759.1 
.1519.0 


35.6 
13.4 
6.2 
10.6 


131.4 
90.9 
10.3 
21.5 


.4 
.0 
.2 
4.0 


19.8 
.0 
4.8 
.3 


.000 
.000 
.000 
.000 


.000 
.000 
.000 
.000 


6.7 
5.1 
10.0 
.000  . 


16.4 
5.5 
17.3 
13.8 


lit  each  step,  the  F-value  to  remove  or  enter  represents 
the  significance  of  the  separate,  independent  contribution  made  by 


each  new  variable  to  the  overall  regression.     From  these  results  the 

1  ■  •  V 

poor  contribution  mad^by  the  SES  data^  in  all  but  tv?o  cases ^  is  now 
clear.    ^It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  the  Maryland  Norms 

computed  in  Table  4,  on  the  basis  o^  SAS  alone,  do  not  vary  greatly 

*  1 

firdm  those  in  Table  5,  computed  on  the  basis  of  SAS,*SES  1,  and  SES  2. 
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In  conclusion,  some  remarks  are  in  order  with  respect 
to  the  interpretation  of  Tables  4  and  5.    As  is  the  case  in  any 
statijstical  treatiui^nt  of  data,  the  basic  purpose  is  to  find  and 
describe  properties  of  aggregates.     Statistical  properties  are 
reliablTe  as  long  as  they  are  descriptive  of  collections  of  elements, 
but/  they^  become  extremely  hazardous  in  their  considerations  of 
Ind^idual  cases*    The.  ragreission  analysis  applied  to  the 
accourrb^ility  test  data  transformed  these  data  to  a  new  set  witl^ 
greatly  reduced  variability.     It  may  be  safely  claimed  that  the 
effects  of  differences  in  SAS,  SES  1,  and  SES  2  were  "removed," 
aside  from  errors  in  measurement.     However,  in  considering  the 
"Maryland  Nofm"  and  its  associate*d  "difference"- i{i.e. ,  the  residual 
created  by  subtracting  the  norm  from  the  observed  GE)   for  any 
particular  school,  much  caution  should  be  exercised.     All  results, 
for  all  schools,  considered' together  provide  a  meaningful  insight 
into  the  effectiveness  of  Maryland  schools  apart  from  the  student 
ba'ckground  variables;  but  for  some  particular  school r  considered 
in  isolation,  it  must  not  be'  supposed  that  an  absolute  standard 
or  expectation  has  been  set.     For  this  reason,  or^ly  those  schools 
which  fell  in  the  upper  2.5  percent  and  lower  2.5  percent  of  the 
residuffl.  distribution  were  marked  with  an  asterisk  for  Special 
attention.     Their  identification  in  the  distribution  should  be 
interpreted  as  a  flagging  only,  not  as  a  d:ihgnostic  finding  either 
of  excel^lence  or  underachievemej^t, 
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COMPLEMENTARY  STATE-LEVEL  DATi^^ 


•  1  Inrbroduction 

Presented  in  this  Appendix  C  are  data — complementary  to 
assessment  data  obtained  from  the  ITBS  and  CAT— -that  also  illus- 
trate how  educational  accountability  in  Maryland  is  progressing. 
These  res\ilts  come  from  three  sources:    -^the  Maryland  Basic  Skills 
Reading  Mastery  Test;  an  examination  of  how  well  Maryland  students 
are  doing  on  the  CEEB  Admissions  Testing  Program;  and  the  Maryland 
High  School  Graduate  Follow-Up  Study ^  19^3. 

As  these  programs  reflect  different  aspects  of  educational 
accountability,  each  will  be  discussed  in  its  own  section. 

. 2  The  Maryland  Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery  Test  . 

.1        In  1970,  the  Maryland  State  Board  of -Education 
adopted  the  improvement  of  reading  as  one  of  its  priorities.  As 
one  approach  to  the  problem,  Maryland  educators  looked  at  reading' 
from  a  practical  point  of^  view.     They  wanted  to  know  what  basic 
minimum  reading  skills  pufJilis  would  need  to  func£ion  and  survive 
in  the  1970 's.     This  eipproach  was  in  accord  with  the  national 
emphasis.     The  National  Right  to  Read  Program  had  proposed  for  its 
goal  that  99  percent  of  tl^e  adult  populatiooi  Of  the  Uhi1:ed  States 
be  functional  readers  by  1980.     The  late^.S.  Commissioner  o£ 
Education,  James  Allen,  had  stated,  that  a  functional  reader  was 
one*" who  could  read  well  enough  to  live  and  survive  in  his  society* 
The  U.  S.  Off  ice  of  Education  had  only  defined ^  the  sj^ills  r€^u4jced  \ 
for  functional  reading  at  the^  a^dult  level.     Tlie  .reading  specialists 
in  the  Maryland  State  Departmenl^  of  Education   CMSDE)  ,  witb  the-help 
of  local  educators    and  civic  and  business  groups,  defined  functional 
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reading  sjcills  objectives  at  the  elementarY  and  secondary  level. 
According  to  Jogrnal  of  Readiug^,  Maryland  is  the  only  state  to 
have  made  such  an  atteiupt. 

After  haVing  established  functional  reading  skills  objec- 
tives  for  12-year  old's,  15-year  olds,  an:d  18-year  olds,  MSDE  was 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  developing  a. test  which  would 
measure  attainment  of  these  objectives. 

.2        Development  of  Instrument 

In  1972,  reading  specialists  f rom  MSDE  and  local 
school  systems,   in  conjunction  with  Services  for  Educational - 
Evaluation,  Inc.,  as. consultants ,  developed  three  forms.  (A  for 
..sixth  grade,  B  for^enth  grade  and  C  for  twelfth  grade)   of  a  ' 
"Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery  Test."     The  test  was  developed  as  a 
cjfiterion-referenced   (see  P.   1-8)  measure  to  assess  functional 
reading  skills  in   (1)   .  following  written  directions,   X2)     lojcating  " 
references ,  '  (3)     gaining  information,    (4)     using  form^,'  and  (5) 
assessing  pupil  select j 6^  /5f  reading  as  a  personal  activity. 

In  1973,  the  test. was  first  administered  to  alX 
pupiJ.s,   irrciluding  Special  Education  students,  in  grades  6,  10/  and 
12  in  the  public  schools  of  Maryland.     Form  A  was  administered  to 
approximately  20,500  sixth  grade  pupils.  Form  B  to  approximately 
18,000  tenth-grade  pupils,  and  Foriu-C  to  appro^cimately  13,000 
twelfth  grade  pupils. 

This  initial  administration  was  the  first  stage  of  a 
project  to  develop ^a  refined,   final  Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery 
Test  in*strum6nt.     Oh  the  b^sis  of  the  results  obtained-  in  1973,  the 
form^  were  revised  and  reacjitiinistered  in  the  Sprij^g;*  of  1974.  From 
-this  testing  frame,  another  revision  and  readminisiration  program 
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will  be  implemented  In  the  Spring  of  1975,  testing  all  pupils  in 

'  ■      '         -  .     '  .".  • 

the  respective  gradfes. 

In  1973,  the -Maryland  State  Board  of  Education 
Htncorpofated  into  its  five  State  goals  for  reading -two  goals  related 
to  functional  reading  skills;  i.e.,  Maryland  students  wxll 

(1)  meet  the  reading  demands  for  functioning  in  society  and 

(2)  select  reading  as  a  personal  activity.     The  results  from  the 
initial  1973  administration  of  the  Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery 
Test  have  b6en  included  as  part  of  the  first  accountability  report. 

Data  are  reported  grad^-by-grade  for  four  functional: 
re^^ding  skills  areas:     (1)     following  written  directions;  " 
{II)     locating  references;     (III)     gaining  information;      (IV)  using 
forms.     Student  reading  as  a  personal  activity   (V)  is  summarized 
in  one'  section  for  all  three  grades. 

.3        Sample  Questions  .     '  ' 


Following  are  examples  of  the  test  questions  con- 
tained in  the  Basic  Skills  Reading  Mastery  Test.     In  each^  example, 
the  reading  category  is  given;  the  specific  objective  under  that 
category;  and  the  test  question  used  to  measure  mastery  of  that 
objective. 


Category  I  -  Follo\*ing  Directionsi 

Objective  -  Students  will  read  to  follow 

directioni?^  written  in  sequential  order 
.a.      to  prepare  food  from  a  recipe. 

Test  Question  (From  test  for  10t|L  grade) 

«  Read  the  directions  in  the  'box  below  for 

makirtg  soup.     Use  this  infbrmation  tp  . 
help  you  answeH^  questions  22-^24." 

■        ■  .     ■  \  V 

.    '  573 

^.     .    App  C-3 


DIRECTIONS  POR  MAKING  SOUP  *  / 

Open  Can.  ' 

Empty  contents  into  pan  and  stir. 

Add  one  can  of  water  and  stir. 

Heat  to  boiling,  stirring  Ocbasionally*.  ^Serve, 

For  a  richer  soup,  use  one  can  of- milk 

instead  of  water. 

Makes  about  2  1/2  cups  soup. 


Mark  the  letter  on  your  answer  sheiSfeT  that 
corresponds  to  the  one  best  answer? 

22.     What  can  you  add  to  make  the  soup  richer? 
A.    .  One  can  of  water 
One  can  of  milk 

C.  1/2  cup  water  and  1/2  cup  milk 

D.  Two  bups  of  water 

Category  2  -  Locating  References 

Ob^jectxve  -  Students  will  read  to  locate 

references  within  an  almanac  for  use  in 
school,  at  a  job,  or  at  home  by  utilizing 
the  table  of  contents iflcle;x/  glossary, 
appendix,  footnotes ,  bibliography,  and 
headings  or  subhead^ings. 

Tetft  Question  (From  test  for  6t^  grade) 

Ujse  the  almanac  index  in  the  box  to 
answer  question  20. 


Netherlands 

544 

New  Hampshire 

676 

Area,  Capital 

544 

Agriculture 

=  700 

Cities 

583 

Altitude 

140 

Painter^  (noted)' 

259 

Counties 

454 

Rulers 

251 

Museums 

676 

Taxes 

107 

Netherlands  Antilles 

45 
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Jane  wants  to  know  the  rulers  of  the. 
Netherlands.     Where  should  she  look? 


A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 


Page  251 

Page  52  8 

Page  544 

Pjage  545 


Category  3  -  Gaining  Information 

Objective  -  Students  will  read  to  elicit 
necessary  information  for  a  vocation 
from  want  ads. 

Test  Question   (From  test  for  10th  grade) 

In  the  box  on  the  left  is  a  list  of 
companies  who  are  looking  for  employees. 
To  answer  questions  18-20  mark  the  letter 
on  your  answer  sheet  which  corresponds 
to  the  job  "for  which  the  person  is  best 
qualified.  ' 


A.  Opening  for  experienced  linotype  operator 
and  a  composition  floor  or  lick-up  man. 
Contact  Mr.  Bobby  Hall,  Midland  Prfess  Inc. ^ 
Spencer,  Maryland. 

B.  Experienced  Cook  needed.     Lunch  and  dinner 
hours.     Good  pay,  good  working  conditions. 
References  required ,  apply  in  person.  « 
Mike's  Cafe,  217  N.  Walnut.. 

C.  In  Desperate  Need  of  lead  guitar  player 
for  rock  group.     Please  phone  332-6808. 

D.  RN  or  LPN  full  time  or  part  time. 
7-7:310  and  3-11:30  shift  available. 

Pay  commensurate  with  experience.,  ' 
•339-1657,  after  5  p.m.  336-5578. 


18.  Jane  McDonald 

Registered  Nurse 

19.  ^Mr.  J.  Fish 

Experienced  Cook 

20.  Bobbie  Haven 

Guitarist 

21.  Robert  Bruce 

Type-setter 


Category  4  )-  Undersl:anding  Forms 


\ 


Objective  -  Students  will  read  to  repori: 

personal  information  on  appjLication  forms. 

Test  Questions   (From  test  for  6th  cfrade) 

Use  the.  Cheerioats  Game  Coypon  In  the  box 
to  answer  questions  26-28. 

I 
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Cheerios  Game  Offer 


Enclosed  is  1 


Cheerios  Cereal 
Game  Offer  Special 
Seal  plus  $1.00. 


SEND  TO:     Cheerios  Cereal 
Game  Offer 
Box  7060 

Rockland,  Minn.  50046 


Name 


Address 


City 


State , 


Zip 


Be  sure  to  include  zip  code  tZ>  ensure  proper  delivery. 
Offer  good  in  all  states  except  where  prqhibited.  Offer 
expires  September  30,  1972.  'Allow  2  weeks  for  delivery. 


26.     Jimmy  wants  to  get  the  game  that  he  saw  ^' 

offered  on  the  cereal  bo'x.     What  must  he  send? 

A.  $2.00 

B.  $1.00  plus  the  special  seal. 

C.  A  boxtOp 

D.  'A  game  plus  $1.00 


Statewide  Sixth  Grad6  Results  on  the  Basic  Skills 

— '  '  :  3  '  

Reading  Mastery  Teat   (197  3) 

■    t-*?  ■  '■■  * 

(I)     Following  Directions 

»•       ^  ft 

The  tes^t  questions  in -this  area  assessed 
pupil  ability  to  interpret  basic  directional 
type  vocabulary  and  to  follow  directions  ; 
written  in  a  sequential  order.  > 


A.       For  each  of  three  questions  on  following  directions 
for  the  use  of  park  play  equipment the  following 
percentages  of  students  responding  were  able  to 
select  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  72%,  Question  ^  -  85%,  Question  3  -  81% 
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B,  For  each  of  three  gue'stions  on  j^nf ormation  prese\ntefl 
in  a  weather  map,  the  following  percentages  of 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers:  '     ^  ^  . 

Question  1  -  65%,  Question  2  -  66%,  Question  3  -  74% 

C,  For  each  of  three  questions  on  the  rules  for  playing, 
a  game,  the  following  percentages  of  students 
responding  were  able  to  selec^t  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  69%,  Question  2  -  68%,  -Question  3  -  65%        .  ' 

D,  .       For  one  question  on  following  study  rules-,  the 

.  following  percent  of  students  responding  were- able 
to  select  the  correct  answer:  • 

Question  1  -59% 

(II)  Locating  Refjsrences 

The  test  questions  in  this  area  assessed 
pupil  ability  to  utilize  tables  of  contents, 
indices,  headings  to  locate  information. 

*         .  .  » 

A.  For  one  question  on  information  in  an  atlas  index, 
the  following  percent  of  students  resE)pnding  were" 

^  -  able  to  select  the  correct  answer:* 

Question  1  -  77^  ^  v  ^ 

B.  For  each  of  two  questions  on  information  in  a  news-* 
paper  index,  the  following  percentages  of  students 
responding  wpre^n^le  to  select  the  correct^  answers  : 


Question  1  -  78%,  Question  2  -  78% 


C.       For  each  of  fourx questions  on  information  contained 
in  a  real  estate  map  i^n  em.  advertisement  for  apart- 

,         ments,  the  following  percentages  of  students,  responding 
were. able  to  select  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  70% ,  Que^stion  2  -  92%,  Question  3  -  93%,  Question  4  -  76% 
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D.  For  each  .of  three  questions  on  information  contained 
in  a  book  index ^  the  following  percentages  of       *  n 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct 
answers:  " 

Question  1  -  89%,  Question  2  -  40%,  Question  3  -  87% 

E.  for  each*  of  three  questions  on  information  contained 
on  a  page  of  a  dictionary,  the  following  percentages 

>  .       of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 

I  coi^rect  answers: 

Question  1'.-  71%,  Question  2  -  59%,  Question  3  -  84%* 

F.  For  each  of  twd  questions  on  information  presented 
'in  an  almanac  index,  the  *  following  percentages*  of 

students  responding  were  able  to  seTect  the 
correct  answers :  ^>  ' 

Question  1  -  73%,  Question' 2  -  88% 

(III)Gaihing  Information  .  ^  ''^ 


The  test  questions  in  this  area  assessed  pupil 
knowledge  of  the  meaning  of  words  and  ability  to 
elicit  information  from  newspaper  articles ^  faqtual 
articles,  ads,  and  the  like. 


A.  The  following  percentages  of  students  re^ponjdifig 
were  able  to  correctly  identify ^ the  meaning  of 
the  following  ^ords :  • 

gallon  94% 
forecasts  94% 
hope,  .94% 
patriotic  94% 
procession  ^^94% 

B.  For  each  of  four  questions  on  information  contained 
in  a  grocery  ad,  the  following  percentages  of 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  84%.^  Question  2  -  62%,  Question  3 70%,  Question  4  -  80% 
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C.      For  each  of  two  questions  on  information  contained 
.     '    .  in  a  factual  article,  the  following  percentages  of 

students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers :  '      ;  - 

Question  1  -  40%,  Question  2  -  46%      ^     •  . 

(IV)  Using  Forms  •  .      ' . 

The  test  questions  in  this  area  assessed 

pupil  ability  to  gain  information  from  suqh 

.  forms  as  social  securilty  forms,  enrollment 

cards,  and  coupons.  .  '  * 

■   •  *  '         '       .      I  ■  . 

A.  For  each  of  two  questions  on^'the  information  con- 
tained in  an  enrollment  caitd,  the  following  percen-  • 
tages  of-^tudents  responding  w6re^  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers:  , 

Question  1  -  7S%,  Question  2  -  72%        '  ^ 

B.  -For  each  of  three  questions  on  a  coupon,  offering 
^  .  a  game ,   the  following  percentages  were  able  ^to 

select  the  correct  answers:. 

Question  1  -  90%,  Question  2  -  44%,  Question  3  -  78%  ,f 

C.  For  one  question  on  a  coupon  offering  Smile  Stickers 
for  sale,  the  following  percent  of  students 
responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  answer:'^* 

Question  1-67% 

.  .  5       Statewide  Tenth  Grade  Results  on  the\asic  Skills 
Readtnq  Mastery  Test  (1973)  ^ 

(I)     Followin'q  Directions 

The  ^est  questions  in  this  area  assessed 
pupil' ability  *^to  interpret  directional  type 
'  vocabulary  and  to  follow  directions  written  in 
a  sequential  order. 

.         579  .  ' 
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A,      For  each  of  two  questions  on  following  directions 
.       '  ^or  operating  an  oven^  the  following  percentages 

of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
:  •  correct  answers:  f  . 

Question  1  -  86%,  Question  2  -  75% 

3*  For  ea^h  of  j:hree  questions  on  following  directions 

,  for  malcing  soup/  the  following  percentages  of 

.     .  students  responding  v|ere  able  to  select  the 

•  .  .  correct  answers:  ' 

Question  1  -  91%,  Questioh  2=  -  96% , 'Question  3  -  94% 

C.  -  .  For  each  of  two  questions  .on  following  directions 

for  choosing  a  child  care  center >  the  follo\&ing 
.   .       percentages  of  students  responding  were^able  to 

select  the  correct  answers:  ^      '  ,        "  - 

.'         -  .       •     ,  ^  .     "  . 

Question  1  -  69%,  Question  '2  -  93%       '  - 

D.  For  eadh  of  two  questions  on  following  dire'ctions 
\  '  ;  on  the  legal  hours  of  en^loyment  for  minors ,  the 

following-percentages  of  students ^responding  were 
able  to  select  the  correct  answers: 

,  •  ■ .    -  t  «... 

Question'!  -  58% Question  2  "-eij*  -    . «.  ^> 

E.  For  each  of  tWo  quj^Stions  on  following  directions 
for  sewing  a  pattejtrn^  the  following  percentages 
of  students  responSiiing  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers: 

Questi6n  1^-  90%,  Question  2  -  9o4 

(II)  Locating  References  " 

^      I  -  '  ' 

■  .  ■  ^ 

The  test  questions  in  this  area  assessed 

pupil  ability  to  utilize  tables  of  contents, 

indices,  headings  to  locate  information. 

*  - 

A.      For  each  of  two  questions  on  information  in  a 

telephone  directory,  the  following  percentages  of 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers:  * 

•  Question  1  ^  96%,  Question  2  -  86%  ^ 

'      .  580  '        •  . 

App  C-10 

ERIC 


B.  For  each  of  two  questions  on  information  in  an 
almanac,  the  following  percentages  of  students 
responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  answers: 


Question  1  -  84% ^  Question  2  -  95% 


For  each  of  four  questions  on  information  found  on. 
,  a  grocery  cash  register  tape,  the  following  per- 

.  centages  of  students  responding  were  able  to  select 
the  ,  correct  answers :  •       <,  . 

Question  1  -  83%  /  Question  2  ^.90%,  Questign  3-91%,  Question  4  -  55% 

(III)   Gaining  ];nf ormation 

^  The  test  questions  in  this  area,  assessed  ^ 

pupil  knowledge  of  the  meaning  of  woifds  amd 
•         *   ability  to  elicit  information  from  factual 
'articles,  advertisements^  and,  the  'lUce". 


A.  *For  each  of  three  questions  on  information  contained 

in  a  factual  article,  the  following  percentages  of 
gtiidents  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers:,  -  . 

Question  1  -  94%,  Question  2  -  91%,  Question  3  -  85%. 
♦  .      '  '  * 

B.  For  each  of  fbur  questions  on  information  contained 
in  an  employment  * advertisement  /  the  following 
percentages  'of  students  responding  were  able  to 
select  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  9'1%,  Ques^tion  2  -  92%,  -Question  3       88%,  Question  4  -  95% 


c: 


The  followirig  percentqiges  of  students,  responding 
were  able  to  correctly  identify^the  meaning  of  the 
following  words: 


1. 
2. 


illegal 
descent 


92% 
62% 


D. 


For  each  of  three  questions  on  information  contained 
in  a  grocery  advertisement,  the  following  percentages 
of  students  responding^ were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers : 

Question  1  -  56%,  Question  2  -  53%,  Question  3  -  82% 
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(iV)   Using  Forms 

The  test  questioris  in  this  area  assessed 
pupil  ability  to  gaiai'  information  from  such 
forms  as  application  forms,  coupons ,  etc. 

For  each  of  two  questions  on  a  coupon" for  a  free 
mobile  home  inspection,  the  following  percentages  ^ 
of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
corredt  answers :  s  * 

Question  1  -  89%^  Question  2  -  -73% 

B.,     For  each  of  three  questions  on' the  information  con- 
tained in  an  enrollment  card,  the  following  percen- 
tages of  students  responding  wejre  able  to  select 
the  correct  angers: 


-Question  1  -  95%,  Question  2  -  93%,  Question  3  -  85% 

•C.       For  each  of  four  questions  on  the  information  con- 
tained in  an  application  form  for  a  U.S.  Savihgs 
.    ,  Bond,  the  following  percentages  of  students 

responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  answers : 

Question  1  -  9M,  Question  2  -  59%,  Question  3-95%,  Question  4"-  75% 

•6       Statewide  Twelfth  Grade  Results  on  the  Basic  Skills 
Reading  Mastery  Test  .  (1^75)"  ■ 

(I)     Following  Direc'tions 

The  test  questions  in.  this  area  assessed 
pupil  ability  to  interpret  basic  directional 
type  vocabulary  and  to  follow  directions  written 
ma  sequential  order. 

A.       For  each  of  three  questions  on  directions  for  voting 
With  a  voting  machine,  the  following  percentages  of 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct 
answers  : 


Question  1  -'85%;  Question  2  -  91%,  Question  3  -  91% 


U  8  v 
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B.  For  each  of  five  questions  on  following  company  ' 
rules,  the  following  percentages  of  students 
responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  answers': 

Question  1  -  81%,  Question  2  -  81^*,  Question  3'  -  87% , 
Question  4  -  71% ,  'Question  5  -  62% 

C.  *  For  ^ach  of  two  questions  on  the  rate  periods  for 

placing  telephona  calls,  the  following  percentages 

of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the  ^ 

correct  answers:  * 

Question  1  -  52%,  Question  2  54% 

(II)   Locating  References 

The  tpst  questions  in  this  area  assessed 
pupil  ability  to  utilize  tables  of  contents,, 
indices,  headings  to  locate  information.  ^ 

0    *  A.       For  each  of  two  questions  ori^the  information  in  an 

annotated  biblTography ,  the  fallowing  percentages 
of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers :  ^ 

Question  1  -  69%,  Question  2  -  88% 

B.  For  each  of  f<^ur  questions  on  the  information 

'  '  -contained  irt  an  encyclopedia  index,  the  following 

percentages  of  students  responding  were  able  to 
select  the  correct  answers:  ' 

Question  1  -  85%,  Question  2  -  83%,  Question  3  -  8^,  Question  4  -  58% 

C.  For  each  of  three  questions  on  inf ormgJbion  contained 
\   in  a  library  index,  the  following  percentages  of 

students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correct  answers.: 

Question  1  -  81%,  Question  2  -  72%,  Question  3  -  75% 

DI       For  each^  of  four  questions  on  information  x^ecorded 
on  a  grodery  cash  register  tape,  the  following 
percentages  of  students  respondijjg  were  able  to 
select  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  87%,  Question  2  -  92%,  Question  3  v  92%,  Question  4  -  70% 
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(ill)  Gaining  Information 

The  test  questions  in  this  area  assessed 
pupil  knowledge  of  the  meaning  of  words  and 
"  '    ,        ability  to  elicit  information-  from  newspaper 

articles,  factual  articles,  ads,  and  the"  like. 

A.  For  each  of  two  questions  on  information  contained 
in  an  excerpt  from  an  Occupations  Handbook,  the'  ^ 
following  percentages  of  students  responding  were 
able  to  sislect  the  correct  answers: 

*^  •      '  .  „ 

Question  1  -  74%,  Question->'2  -  91% 

«... 

B.  For  each  of  four  questions  on  qualifications  for 
employment,  the  following  percentag'es  of  students  % 
responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  aifewers:  ' 

Question  1  -  92%,  Question  2  -  91%,  Question  3  -  94%,  Question  4  -  93% 

*  '  *  « 

C.  For  each  of  five  questions  on  infprmation  contained 
in  an  appliance ' warranty ,  the  following' percentages 
of  students  responding  were  able  to  select  the 
correc't  answers: 

« 

Question  1  --83%,  Question  2  -  84%,  Question  3  -  81%  . 
Question  4  -'91%,  Question  5-64%  ' 

D.  ..  .    For  each  of  three-  questions  on  information  containe^d 

in  a  paragraph  from  a  biology  textbook,  the* 
following  percentages  of'  students  responding  were 
able  to  select  the  co»rect  answers:  .<> 

Question  1  -  67%,  QuestioiJ-  2  -  52%,  Question  3  -  68% 

E.  For. each  of  twO  questions  on  information  on  employ- 
ment of  minors,,  the  following  percentages  qf 
students  responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct 

■  ^  answe  rs :  . 

QueMioli  j/-  Quest-ion  2  -  60% 

{iy>  Using  Forms 

'  *  The  test  questions  in  this  area  aspfessed 

pupil  abili^ty  to  gain  information  from  such 
fdrms  as  social  security  forms,  enrollment 
^  cards,  and  coupons. 

08,1  .      •     •  > 
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A,       For  each  of  two  questions  on  a  coupon  for  ordering 
a  shaver;  the  following  percentages  of  students 
V  responding  were  able  to  select  the  correct  answers  : 

Question'  1  -  91%,  Question  2  -  91% 

&  ■    "  .  ■  • 

.  '  B.  '    For  each  of  three  questions  on  the  information  con-? 

tained  in  an  apartment  lease,  the  following  per- 
centages of  students  responding  were  able  to  select 
the  correct  answers*: 

^  °  •  -  -  ^  i 

Question  1  -  85%,  Question  2  -  90%,  Question  3  -  73% 

C.  For  each  of  three  questions  on  the  ihformation  con- 
tained in  an  application  form  for  welfare  benefits, 
the  following  percentages  of  students  responding 
were  able  to  select  the  correct  answers: 

Question  1  -  93%,     Question  2  -  88%,  Question  3  -  53%  -  . 

D.  For  each  of  five  questions  on  information  contained 
on  a  Pre-Placement  Health  Status  Examination  form, 
the  followitig  percentages  of  students  responding 
were  able  td  select  the  correct  answers  : 

*• 

Question  1  -  88%,  Question  2  -  86% ,  "Question  3  -  87%, 
Question  4  -  91%,  Question  5  -  54%  '  - 
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A. 


Percentages  of  Students  Who  Indicated  They  Selected 
Reading  as  a  Personal  Activity  (1973) 

Percentages  of  Students  Responding  Who  Indicated 
They  Read  About  Their  Hobbies 


6th  grade 
78% 


10th  Grade 
70% 


12th  grade 


B. 


Percentages  of^ Students  Responding  Who  Rated  Them- 
selves as  Average  or  Above  Average  Readers 


10th  grade 
88%  - 


12th  Grade 
87%  - 


C. 


6th  grade 
89% 

percentages  of  Students  Responding  Who  Indicated 
That  They  Always  or  Most  of  the  Time  Understand 
the  Required  Reading  in  School 


6th  grade 
77% 


10  th  gradis 
75% 


12th  grade 
79% 
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Percentages  of  Students  Responding  Who  Indicated 
That  They  Spend  From  One  to  Six  Hours  a  Week 
^Reading  For  Fxhi  During  Their  <Vacation 


6th  grade 
63% 


10th  grade 
57% 


12th  grade 
67% 


Percentages  of  Students  Respon'ding  Who*  Indicate^ 
They  Enjoyed  Reading  As  a  Spare  Time  Activity 


6th  grade 
60% 


10th  grade 
43% 


12th  grade 
48% 


Scholastic  Aptit>ude  and  Academic  Achievement  of  Selected 
College-Bound  Hi^h  School  Seniors  in  Maryland  Compared 
with  a  Natidnal  Sample  ,  *  • 


*        One  way  of  getting  an  indication  of  the  effectiveness  of 
school  systems  in  Maryland  is  by  comparing  the  performance  of^ 
"  Maryland  students  with  student  performance  dcross  the  country  on 
the  Admission  Testing  Program,  administered  by  a  nonpublic  national 
Organization,  the  College  Entrance  Examir^ation  Board.     The  ATP  is 
organized  to  help  higher  educational  institutions  select  students 
for -admission. 


ERIC 


,    In  the  two-battery . series  of  ATP,  Scholastic 
Aptitude  Test  (SAT)  and  Achievement  Tests,  the  mean  scores  of 
Maryland  high  school  seniors,  for  the  years  1972-7  3  and  1973-74 
were_  c6nsi^stently  higher  than  national  norms  •     Tables  APP  D-1 
and  APP  D-2  present  the  comparison  of  Maryland  high  school  seniors 
with  the  National  Samjole-  on  the  Scholastic  Aptitude  Test  for  th6 
years ^r972-73  and  1973-74  respectively  and  Tables  APP  D-3  and 
APP  D-4^on  Achievement  Test 
74  respectively. 


ores  for  the  years  1972-73  and  1973- 

k 


*Source ; 


College  Board  Summary  Reports   (1972-73  and  1973-74  High 
School  Seniors  Composite  National  Report).  Princeton, 
N.J.:     College  Entrance  Examination  Board Admissions 
Testing  Program. 

•  '  o8G 


App  C~16 


Tables  APP  D-1  and'^APP  D-2  show  that  the  mean  of  Maryland 
students  for  the  SAT  was  nine  points  higher  than  the  National  Sample 
for'  the  Verbal  Section  during  1972-73  and  eight  points  higher  d^^tlng 
the  year  1973-74.     For  the  Mathematics  section  of  the'  SAT,  the  mean 
of  Maryland  students  was  seven  points  higher  than  the  National  Sam- 
ple- during  1972-73  and  five  points  higher  during  ia^3-74. 

TablteS-  APP  D-3  and  APP  D-4  reveal  that  the  achievement 
means  of  Maryland  students  for- 1972-73  were  25  points  above  the 
National  Mean  for  English  Composition,  21  points  higher  in  Mathema- 
tics Level  1,   17  points -^higher  in  Biology,  26  points  higher  in  Chemi- 
stry, 21  points  higher  in  American  History,  and  12  points  higher  in  4 
French,  and^uring  1973-74  25  points  higher  in  English  Composition, 
14  points  highar  in  Mathematics  Level  1,  11  points  higher  in  Biology, 
22  points  higher  in.  Chemistry ,  27  points  higher  in  American  History, 
and  3  points  higher  in  French. 

It  may  h%  pointed  out  that  since  the  students  from  Mary- 
land took  the  test  voluntarily,  they  may  not  be  representative  of 
all  high  school  seniors  in  the  State.     However,  the  consistently 
higher  means  for  Maryland  students  as  compared  with  the  national 
sample  provide  some  indication  of  the  effectiveness  of  school  • 
systems  in  Maryland.  ^ 

■      ■        .   /  ■    :      ■;  ■ 
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STATE  LEVEL 

TABLE  APP  D-1 


SCHOLASTIC  APTITUDE  TEST   (SAT)    SCORES  OF  SELECTED 
COLLEGE-BOUND  HIGH  SCHOOL  SENIORS  IN  MARYLAND  ^ 
COMPARED  WITH  A  NATIONAL  SAMPLE  FOR  1972-73 


VERBAL 

MATH 

SCORB  . 

i 

MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 

NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 

MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 

NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 

NUMBEk  % 

NU^3ER 

% 

NUI-IBER 

% 

NUMBER 

t 

750-800 

.  57 

0 

1 ,79  3 

0 

<C  4C  U 

y     o  on 
'  o,7oU 

1 

700-V49 

333 

1 

10 ,744 

1 

644 

3 

22,80  8  * 

2 

650-699 

817 

3 

27,2  4*2 

3 

1,576 

6 

54/535 

5 

600-649 

1,714 

7 

58,47.7 

6 

2,248 

9 

82,906 

8 

550-599 

2,410 

9 

86,810 

9 

3,546  ' 

14 

133,072 

13 

500-549  ^ 

3,659 

14 

134,485, 

13 

4,165 

16 

158,919 

16 

450t499 

4,322 

17 

169,790 

17 

3,873 

15 

157,2X6 

15 

400-449 

4,209 

16 

172,090 

3,639 

14 

149,700 

15 

350-399 

3,865 

15 

160,465 

16  1 

2,80  4 

11 

117,219 

12  J 

3GP0-349 

2,460 

10 

109  ,045 

11 

2,000 

8 

85,098 

B 

250-299 

1,445 

6 

63,169 

6 

^7 

3 

38,7^8 

4 

200-249 

445 

'  2 

20  ,741 

2 

134 

1 

5,653 

1 

NUMBER 
MEAN 
STD  DEV 

25/744 
454 
110 

1,014,853 
445 
108 

25^,742 
488 
114 

1,014,704 
481 

'    -  113 

STATE  LEVEL 

TABLE 

APP  D- 

2 

SCHOLASTIC  AfTlTUDE  TEST    (SAT)    SCORES  OF  SELECTED 
COLLEGE-BOUND  HIGH  SCHOOL  SENIORS  IN  MARYLAND 
COMPARED  WITH  A  NATIONAL  SAI^pf^E  FQR  1973-74 
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VERBAL-  \ 

MATH 

MARYLAND 

NATIONAL 

MARYLAND 

•NATIONAL. 

SCORE 

SAMPLE 

SAMPLE 

SAMPLE 

SAI4PLE 

NUMBER 

% 

NUMBER 

t 

NUMBER 

% 

NUMBER 

% 

750-800 

80 

0 

2,305 

0 

311 

1 

9,871 

1 

700-749 

454 

i£ 

'  12,372 

1 

73d  ^  . 

3 

26,371 

3 

650-699 

891 

3 

2B,716 

3 

1,454 

6 

54,029 

5 

600-649 

1,573 

6 

55,373 

6 

2,251 

9 

79,573 

8 

550-599 

2,468 

10 

86,3^4 

9 

3,139 

12 

120,281 

12 

500-549 

3,476 

13 

126,116 

13 

>  3,833 

15 

141,930 

14 

450-499 

4,266 

16 

160,509 

16 

4,166 

16 

158,1^7 

16 

400-449  ^ 

•  4,281 

17 

165^007 

17 

3,702 

14 

144,058 

15 

350-399 

3,752 

15 

155,471 

16 

3,005 

12  • 

117,864 

12 

300-349 

2^.624 

10 

111,785 

11 

2,247 

9 

91,588 

9 

250-299 

1,512 

6 

60,095 

6 

898 

3 

36,7ll4 

4 

200-249 

535 

2 

21,126 

2 

115 

0 

4,619 

0 

NUMBER 

.  25, 

862 

985 

,239 

25,859 

985, 

115 

MEAN 

452 

444 

<85 

480 

-        STb.  DEV. 

112 

110 

116 

116 

STATE  LEVEL-  ,  . 

TABLE  APP  D-3  . 

ACHIEVEMENT  TEST  SCORES  OF  SELECTED  COLLEGE- 
BOUND  HIGH  SCHOOL  SENIORS   IN  MARYLAND  COMPARED 
^       '  WITH  A  NATIONAL  SAMPLE  FOR  1972-73  ' 


ENGLISH  COMPOSITION 

MATH  LEVEL  I 

BIOLOGY 

■  SCORE 

,MARYLAND 
SAMPLE  ■ 

NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 

MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 

NATIONAL? 
. SAMPLE 

MAR^YC(i\ND 
SAMPLE 

M  ATT  nKI  A  1 

SAMPLE 

J 

NUMBER 

X  ■ 

NUMBER 

X  ' 

NUMBER  X 

NUMBER 

X 

X 

NUMBERS 

* 

750-800 

163 

2 

'3/705 

.  1 

155 

3 

4,424 

2 

31 

■  3 

,1,661 

3 

700-749 

393 

6 

11 1.139 

4 

>  290 

^%338 

4. 

82 

•  7 

.2,783 

6 

650-699 

734 

11 

22,469 

8 

531 

11 

1.8,707 

•  9 

ai09 

4,435 

9 

'  600-649 

884 

14 

30,272 

11 

755 

16 

29  ,289' 

14 

154' 

14 

6,259 

•12 

550-599 

, lf075 

16'. 

41,730 

806 

54,524 

i6 

189 

17# 

. 7,587 

15 

500-549 

1,060^ 

16 

46,291 

17  ■ 

B55 

1^ 

39,703 

19* 

171 

is 

7,91? 

16 

450-499 

88^ 

45,528 

17 

634 

14 

32,708 

16 

.179 

.16 

15 

400*- 4 49 

663 

10.  ' 

36,070 

419 

25,944 

12 

^.  117 

6,038  . 

12 

•  • 

*  550-399> 

*  431 

t  • 

23,922 

I 

*  180 

4 

12,231 

6 

i  ■ 

4,043 

8 

300-349 

195 

3 

10,915  ■ 

57. 

i 

.  3,553 

2 

2 

1,765 

3'r 

250-29^ 

'aa 

.1 

2,897 

4 

0 

ca,  301 

% 

29^ 

1 

* 

200-2^9 

'  5 

0 

258 

0^ 

0 

0 

1.2 

.0 

0 

• 

6 

0 

''\\'  ^ 

DUMBER 

6, 

547 

275  1 19 6 

4 

686 

210, 

734 

1, 

111^ 

^50>,521 

MEAN 

524  ^ 

317 

558 

537 

549 

*  532 

STD  DEV 

110 

107 

101 

101 

106 

0 

113 

SCORE 


750- 800 
760-749 
650-699 
600-649 
550-599 
j  500-549 
;  450-499 
j  4QQryt49 
j  3-50-399 
300-349 
2  50-299 
200-249 
I  


MEAN 


j  STD  DEV 


CHEMISTRY 


MARY  LAND 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


95 
108 
129 
133 
140 
101 

43 
8 


10 
11 
13 
15 
16 
17 
12 
5 
) 


840 
69  8 
105 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


DUMBER 


3,234 
3,356 
4,639 
5,928 
6,710 
7,3ff8 
6,327 
4,177 
1 » 100 
\  82 
2 
0 


^-'^  .  8 

'IV 

14 
16 
17 
15 
10 
'  3 
0 
0 
0 


42,863 
572 
'  108 


AMERICAN  HISTORY 


MARYLAND 
.;  SAMPLE 


^t*;UMBER. 


41. 

60 
107 
189^ 
2^1 
244 
268 
212 
157 

43 
14 
0 


3 
4 
7 
12 
16 
15 
17 
13^ 
10 
3 
1 
0 


1,582 
519 
109 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE  " 


NUMBER 


1,425'^ 
2,400 
4,732 
7,66*8 
11,016  ^ 
14,733 
15,612 
14,423 
10,089 
4,282 
758 
41- 


2 
.  3 
5 
9 
13 
17 
18 
It 

.  12 
5 

i 

0 


87,179 
49  8 
105 


FRENCH 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER  X 


82 
144 
150* 
269 
301 
328 
309 
201 
68 
7 
p 
0 


4 
8 
8 
14 
.16. 
18' 
17 
11 
4 
0 
0 
0 


NATION-AL  . 
SAMPLE 


"NUMBER 


1,83Z 
2,734 
^,240. 
5;fl52 
7,082 
8,090 
6,241 
,6,880 
2,411' 
113 
0 
0 


4 
6 

•  9 
3^2 
•15 

17, 
17 
14 

5" 
0 
/P 
,  0 


1,859 
556 
10  3 


47,475 
544 
104 


589 
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STATE  LEVEL 

TABLE  APP  D-4 


ACHIEVEMENT  TEST  SCORES  OF  SELECTED  COLLEGE- 
BOUND  HIGH  SCHOOL  SENIORS  IN  MARYLAND • COMPARED 
,  WITH  A  NATIONAL  SAMPLE  FOR  1973-74 


SCORE 


^750-800'' 
73(^-749 
65-0-699 
600-6^9 
550-599 
500-5^9 
^50-^99 
'^00-^^9 
350-399 
300-3^9 
250-299 
200-249 


r 


NUMBER 
MEAN  ; 
STD.DEV^ 


ENGLISH  COMPOSITION 


yiilMBER,, 


86d 
941 
903 
81^ 


2 
6 
10 
15 
/17 
16 
,T  14 


601 

352  .^^6  ; 

137  2 

40  1 

6  0 


Sf696 
542 
108 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


2f  631 
9,311 
16,595 
28,186 
34,292 
38,506 
38^,252 
29,379 
18,793 
9,452 
2^599 
304 


1 
4 
7 
12 
15 
17 
17 
13 
8 
4 
1 
0 


228,300 
517 
107 


MATH  LEVEL  I 


MARYLAND  ^ 
SAMPLE 


DUMBER 


102 
240 
483 
649 
7^0 
643 
575 
328 
155 
35 

6" 

0 


3 
6 
"12 
16 
20 
16 
14 
8 
4 
1 
0 
0 


4,006 
559 
98 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


•  NUMBER 


3,732 
8,563 
17,037 
25,376 
32,344 
27,693 
27,095 
18,355 
'  ^9,110 
2,521 
205 
1 


172,032 
545 
101 


BIOLOGY 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


x 

NUMBER 

X 

2 

40  ^ 

4 

5 

.  69 

6 

10 

111 

10 

15 

167 

15 

19 

193 

18 

16 

190 

.17' 

16 

^  15(4 

14-  . 

11 
5 

91 

■v 

61 

^  % 
s 

6  . 

1 

10 

1- 

0' 

2- 

0 

0  X 

0 

NATIONAL 
.SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


1,842 
2,998 
4,807 
6,180 
6,878 
7,210 
,6,983 
•5,187 
3,208 
1,004 
163 
8 


1,088 
5  56 
104 


4 
6 
10 
13 
15 
i6 
15 
11 
7 
2 
0 
0 


46,468 
545 
112 


SCORE 


750-800 
700-749 
650-699 
600-'649 
550-599 
5p(i)-549 
450-499 
400-449 
350-399 
300-349 
250-299 
200-249 


NUMBER 

MEAf^ 

STD.DEV. 


CHEMISTRY 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


100 
95 
116 
125 
147' 
124 
85 
41 
19 
3 
0 

0  . 


12 
11 
14 
15 
17 
15 
,10 
5 
2 

0 
0 


855 
603 
108 


national 
Sample- 


number 


3,180 
3,274 
4,374 
5,349 
5,7^37 
5,943 
4^501 
2,920 
1,033 
205« 
5 

0' 


9 
9 
12' 
15 
16 
16 
12 
8 
3 
1 

•  0 
0 


36,521 
581 
110 


AMERICAN  HISTORY 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


58 
106 
141 
175 
215 
210 
188 

izi 

39 

■  ■  ^ 

10 
0 


4 
4 
8 
11 
13 
16 
16 
14 
9 
3 
1 
0 


1,320 
525 
115 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


1,475 
2,072 
3,702 
6,404 
8,041 
12,090 
'12,678 
12,133 
8,588 
3,410 
659 
37 


2 
3 
5 
9 
11 
17 
18 
17 
12 
5 
1 
0 


71,289 
498 
107 


FRENCH 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


117 

160 
206 
23d 

'2^ 
188 
50 
1 
0 
0 


7 
.6 
10 
13 
15 
17 
16 
12 
3 
0 
0 
0 


1,591 
563 
109 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


NUMBER 


2,700 
2,543 
3, .542 
4%  916 
5,683 
6,488 
6,284 
4,797 
1,230 
55 
2 
0 


7 
7 
9 
13 
15 
It 
16 
13 
3 
0 
0 
0 


38,240 
560 
109 


^er|c 
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-Information  from  the  M^rylajad  High  'School  Gragluate 
Followrup  Study,  1973         ^  ^  .  . 


o  -  *  .  ■ 

•  The  Maryland ^State  Department  of  Education  contacts  all 

high,  school  graduates  six  months  after  gr.aduation,  to  find  out/^ 
among,  other  things ,  whether 'they  plan  to  continue  their  schooling 
or  seek  employment  and  to  get  their  evaluation  of  their  high 
school  e:4>eriences.,    This  follow-up  information  may  be  helpful 
in  providing  an  indication  of  the  effectiveness,^  of  the  school 
syst^iris  in*Maryland\    Table  APP  D-5  provides  information  regarding* 
the  number  and  percentage  of  high  sdhool  graduates  Vho  applied  ^ 
for  admission  to.  schools  to  cojitinue^  their  education,  -  The  nea'der 
•will  note  that  about  half  of 'the  high  school  graduates  applied^^* 
*f or  admission.  '  This  shows  motivation  of  the  graduates  to  continue 
their  education ,» which  might  be  the  effect  of  education  received 
•in  the  high  scjiools.  ^  x 

Table  APP  jD- 6  shows  student  assessments  of  their 
preparation  by  the  schools  in  "skills  and  ..abilities"  arid  Table 
•APP  D-7  indicates  student  assessments  of  their  preparati^'pn  in  ^ 
school  "courses."    Tables  APP  D-6_and  APP "  D-7  reveal  that  for 
each  "skill/ability"  and  "course^,"  'a  majority  of  -those  who 
responded  indicated  'that  the  preparation  they  rec^ivedt  was  e^hsB 
satisf actoiry  or  excellent.  ,  *  \.  ^ 
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STATE  LEVEL 

TABLE  APP  D-5- 


NUMbIer  and  percent  of  MARYLAND  1973  HIGH  SCHOOL 
•GRADUATES  WHO  APPLIED  FOR  ADMISSION  TO  A 

SCHOOL/ 


APPLIED.  FOR 

NUMBERS 

BY  SEX  . 

TOTAL 

.PERCENT 

ADMISSION 

MALE  ■ 

FEMALE 

NO  ^RESPONSE 

11,284 

12,240 

165 

23,689 

48.1 

NO      '.  ^ 

11,592 

12,436 

237 

24,265 

49.3 

NO  RESPONSE 

522 

501 

222 

1,275 

2.6 

GRAND  TOTAL 

49,229 

100.0 

/ 

/ 

/ 


0 


0 


*  .  •  ■  ■ 

■  4 
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STATE  LEVEL  ^  ^ 

TABLE*  APP  D-6 

REACTIONS  OF^  MARYLAND  1973  HIQH  SCHOOL  GRADUATES 
REGARDING  THE  PREPARATION  RECEIVED  IN  GRADES  1X)~12 
FOR  DIFFERENT  SKILLS  AND  ABILITIES 


NO  REs/oN^E  -  - 
P0E5  NOT  APPLY- 

EXCELLENT   

SATISFACTORY-  - 
UNSATISFACTORY- 
TOTAL  ~  '  


NO  RESPONSE    - 

% 

f389 

'  7,7 

DOES  NOT  APPLY  

916 

5.0 

EXCELLENT   

2 

»573 

14.2 

SATISFACTORY  

8 

fl93 

45.2 

UNSATISFACTORY-  - 

5 

27.9 

TOTAL  

18 

tl27 

100.0 

PREPARATIOf) 
RECEIVED^ 


NO  RESf^ONSE  

1 

^473 

"  8.1 

DOES  NOT  APPLY-  - 

1 

.732 

9.6 

EXCELLENT   

4 

r446 

24.5 

SATISFACTORY-  -  - 

8 

r24V 

45.5 

UNSATISFACTORY-  - 

2 

,^32 

12.3 

18 

»12  7. 

100.0 

NO  RESPONSE   

1 

r423 

7.9 

DOES  NOT  APPLY   \ 

438 

2.4 

EXCELLENT   

r739 

26.1 

SATISFACTORY  

,569 

^52.9 

UNSATISF/JiCTORY-  - 

f9?? 

10.7 

TOTAL  -  ,f  ^  

\8 

»127 

100.0 

•  FOLLOW 
DIRECTIONS 


NUMBER  PERCEr|T 


Jif325 

1,325 

826 

4.5 

528 

5  ,367 

29.6 

6,920 

10,180 

^6.2 

8,728 

'  '359 

/  -:2.0 

626 

aoo.o 

18,127 

SPEAK  BEPORE 
GROUPS 


NUMBER  PERCENT 


FOLLOW  LEISURE 
INTEREST 


NUMB-ER  '  , PERCENT 


READ  WITH 
UNDERSTANDING 


NUMBER.  PERCENT 


WORK  well:^.. 

WITH  OTHElls 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


7.3 
2.9 
38.2 
48.1 

100.0 


SOLVE«  NUMBER 
PROBLEMS 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


1,442 
499 
5,447 
8,837 

18,127 


7.9' 
2.8 
30.0 
48.8 
ISLtl 
100.0 


JOIN  IN  CIVIL 
AFFAIRS 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


1,474 
3,372 
1,268 
6,845 
V5fl68 
18,12-7 


8.1 
18.6 

7,0 
37.8 
28.5 
100.0 


LEAD  OTHERS 


THINK  AND  MAKE 
DECISIONS 

PERCENT 


NUMBER 


1,388 
423 
5,195 
9,689 
1,432 
18,127 


7.7 
2.3 
28.7 
53.4 
7.9 
100.0 


WRITE' REPORTS 
AND  LETTERS 


NUMBER  PERCENT 


1,418  7.8 

507  2.8 

4,713  26.0^ 

9  ,257  51.1 

gT2?2  12^ 

18,127  100.0 


USE  VOCATIONAL 
SKILLS 


NUMBER  PERCENT 


1,490  8.2 
•  3,996  22.0 
3,075  17.0 
6,823  37.7 
2,734  15.1 

18,127  100.0 

MEET  FAMILY 
RESPONSIBILITY 


NUMBER 

PERCENT 

NUMBER 

PERCENT 

1,459 

8.0 

1,472 

8.1 

1,553 

8.6 

3,175 

17.5 

2  ,657 

14.7 

3,553 

19.6 

9  ,340 

51.1 

.9,340 

51.5 

2,118 

^7.2 

12.8 

18,127 

100.0 

18,127 

100.0 

T 
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STATE  LEVEL  . 

TABLE  APP  D-.7  1  • 

REACTIONS  OF  MARYLAND  ig^S  HIGH 'SCHOOL  GRADUATES 
REGARDING  THE  |REPARATI ON*^  RECE I VED  IN  GRADES  10-12 
FOR  DIFFERENT  COURSES' 


'                                                               7  ■ 

PREPARATION 

ART 

physicaI  education 

VOCATIONAL 
PREPARATION 

RECEIVED 

NUMBER  |-PERCENT 

NUMBER 

PERCENT 

NUMBER 

PERCENT 

NO  RESPONSE  

1     O  A  Q 

CO 

924 

,^  5.1 

1,123 

6.2 

COURSE  NOT  TAKEN 

- 

JiU  f  y  *fr  1) 

OU  •  <f 

lv680 

'l         9.3  . 

9,803 

54.1 

EXCELLENT  

111.  4 

5  v865 

32.3 

2  ,699 

14*9 

SATISFACTORY  -  - 

3  r  3 

IT  O 

8r504 

i  46.9 

3,348 

18.5 

UNSATISFACTORY  - 

_ 

O  b  o 

1,154 

i.  100.0 

1. 

 ^— 

1,154 

6.3 

TOTAL  ^ 

18,127 

100.0 

18,127 

18,127 

,  100.0 

INDUSTRIAL 

ARTS 

GENERAL 

BUSINESS 

MUSIC, 

NO  RESPONSE  

lrl73 

6.5 

1,175 

^6.5 

«  ■ 

. \  53.1 

7                     ■  *  . 

^*^15.4 

1»'Q94 

6'.0 

COURSE  NOT  TAKEN 

12 r 109  ^ 

66.8 

9,622 

i0,559 

58.3 

EXCELLENT  

lr693 

9.3 

2 ,788  " 

2,56> 

^  14.,1 

oATIorALTOHT  ^t. 

2r552 

14.1 

3,960 

'  ^-^  ■ 

3,0*355 

16.8 

1 IM  C  At  T  C  C  A     TOD  V  — 

UiMo  A  1  X  o  r  AL  1  UKY 

600 

3.3  ■ 

876 

4.8 

I'     T  A  1 

1  OTAL 

18,127 

100.0 

18,127 

icio.o^ 

18,127 

100.0 

SCIENCE 

MATHEMATICS 

HOME 

ECONOMICS 

NO  RESPONSE  

- 

886 

4.9 

865 

1,144 

6.3 

'COURSE  NOT  TAKEN 

952 

5.2 

718 

3.9 

9,933 

54.8 

.4r782 

26.4 

6,303 

34.8 

2,744 

15.1 

^AIlorALIUKY 

9r694 

53.5  .  . 

8,170 

45.1 

3f6'^'*6 

20.4 

UNo ATIorAtTOKY  ~ 

lrai3 

10.0 

2,071, 

?il.4 

610 

5..4 

Xr^  X  A  1 

TOTAL 

18 r 12 7 

100.0 

18,127 

'100.  GO 

18,127 

•  100.0 

» 

ENGLiSW 

FOREIGN 

LANGUAGE 

SOCIAL 

STUDIES 

NO  RESPONSE  

- 

818 

'  4.5 

,920 

5.1 

892 

4.9 

512 

2.8 

5,974 

33.0 

737 

4rl 

EXCELLENT  

5»856 

32.3 

2,471 

13.6 

5,038 

27.8 

SATISTACTORY  -  - 

9,200 

50.8 

6,000 

33.1 

10,279 

56.7 

UNSATISFACTORY  - 

li741 

9.6 

2,762 

15.2 

TOTAL 

18fl27 

100.0 

18,127 

100.0 

18,127 

100.0 

•  • 

5 

91 

App  C-24 


Appendix  D        the  Maryland  educational  accountability  act ^ 


■     ■  -  <^ 

Public  School  Laws  pf  Maryland 
EDUCATIONAL  ACCOUNTABILITY 


Introduction 


AN  ACT  to  add  new  Section  28A  to  Article  77  of  the  Annotated  Code  • 
of  Maryland  (1969  Replacement  Volume),  title  "Public  Education,"  sub- 
title "S£ate  Superintendent  of  Schools,"  to  follow. immediately  after 
Section  28  thereof,  to  provide  for  a  program  of  educational  accounta-  * 
bility  for  the  public  schools  of  Maryland;  and  to  generally  relate 
thereto.  .  . 

WHEREAS,  The  goal  .of  this  Act  is  to  assure  that  all  public  school 
students,  throughout  the  S-tate  of  Maryland,  have  access  to  an  educa- 
tion that  will  enable  them  td  function  to  the  best  of  their  abilities 
as  informed  citizens.    Each  student  has  the  right  to  expect  Ms  school  N| 
ksxd  school  system  to  provide  adequate  instruction  in  the  minimiun  skills  - 
necessary  to  master  effective  verbal  and  written  communication.  In 
addition,  each  student  should  have  access  to  mathematical,  scientific  r 
and  technical  knowledge  so  that  he  will  be  able. to  function  adequately 
in  this  complex  age.    Further,  each  student  should  be  able  to  under- 
stand our  government  so  that  he  may  participate  effectively  in  all  of 
the  duties  and  rights  of , citizenship.    All  students,  whether  normal, 
handicapped  or  exceptional,  have  the  right  to  expect  their  schools 
and  school  syateiiJs  to  provide  the  opportunities  to  Help  each  individual 
realize  hia  fullest  potential. 

The  purposes  of  this  Act  are  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of 
'  educational  accountability  in  the  public  education  system  of  Maryland, 
to  assure  Ahat  educational  programs  operated  in  the  public  schools  of 
Maryland  lead  to  the  attainment  of  established  objectives  for  educa- 
tion, to  provide  information  for  accurate  analysis  of  the  costs  associ- 
ated with  public  education  programs,  and  to  prbHde  infomation  for  an 
analysis  of  the  differential  effectiveness  of  instructional  programs; 
now,  therefore. 
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Article  77,  Section  28A 

• 

^  SECTION  1.    Be  it  enacted  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland, 
That  a  new  Section  28A  be  and  it  isiixereby  added>  to  Article  77  of  the 
Annotated  Code^of  Maryland  (1969  Heplacement  Volume),  title  "Public 
Education,"  subtitle  State  Superintendent  of  Schools,"  to  follow 
immediately  after  Section  28  thereof,  and  to  read  as  follows: 


28A. 

(a)    Education  accountability  program.    The  State  Board 
of  Education  and  State  Superintendent  of  Schools,  each  Board 
'  of  Education  and  evei^  school  system,  and  every  school,  shall 
implement  a  program  of  education  accountability  for  the  opera- 
tion and  management  of  the  public  schools,  which  shall  include 
the  following:  ^ 

(1)  The  State  Board  of  Education  and  the  State  ■  a 
Superintendent  of  Schools  shall  assist  each  local'' school 
board  ^d  school  system  in  deveO^oping  and  implementing 
educational  goals  and  objectives  in  conformjLty  with 
statewide  educational  objectiviss  for  subject  areas  in- 
cluding, but  not  limited  to,  reading,  writing  and  mat»h^a- 
tics. 

(2)  Each  school,  with  the  assistance  of  its  local 
board  of  education  and  school  system,  shall  survey  the 
current  status/ of  student  achievement  in  reading,  language^ 
mathematics,  and  other  areas  in  order^to  assess  its  needs. 

(3)  ^la^h  school  shall,  establish  ^s  the  basis  of  its 
assessment  project  goals  and  objectives  which. are  in  keep- 
ing with  the  goals^  and  objectives  established  by  its  board 
Of  educatj^on  and  the  State  Board  of  Education.  ,  , 

<?  ' "  - 

(U)    Each  school,  with  theo assistance  of  its' local 
board  of  education,  the  State  Board  of  Education  and  the 
State  Superintendent  .of  Schools,  shall  develop  programs 
for  meeting  its  needs  on  the  basis  of -priorities  which  it 
shall  fiet. 

(5)    Evaluation  programs  shall  concurrently  be  developed 
.  to  determine  if  the  ^oals  and  objectives  are  being  met. 

.  (6)   Re-^valuation  of  programs,  goals  and  objectives 
shall  be  regularly  \indertaken. 
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(b)    The  State  Department,  of  Education  shall  assist  the  \ 
local  boards  of  education  in  establishing  this  program  by 
providing  guidelines  for  development  and  implementation  of  the 
program  by  the  local  boards,  and  by  providing  assistance  and 
coordination  ;where  needed  and  requested  by  those  boards 

,  (c)  Beginning  on  July  1,  1973,  the  State  Board  of  Educa-  / 
tion,  upon  recommendation  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Schools, 
shaU  include  in  its  annual  budget  request  such  funds  as  it  deems 
necessary  to  carry. out  the  provisions  of  this  Act» 

(d)    During  January,  1975,  and  each  January  thereafter, 
the  State  Superintendent  of  Schoolg  shall  transmit  to  the 
Governor  and  to  the  General  Assembly  a  report  which  includes, 
but  is  not  limited  to"doc\iraentation  indicating  the  progress  ^ 
of  the  State  Department  of  lEducation,  the  local  boards  of  E^duca- 
tion  and  each  schbol  in  the  State,  toward  thfe  achievement  of 
their  respective  goals  ana  objectives  and  recommendations  for 
legislation  which  the  State  Board  of -Education  and  the  State 
Superintendent  of  Schools  deem  necessary  for  the  improvement  ., 
of  the  quality  of  e'ducation  in  Maryland. 


If 


SECTION  2.    And  be  it  further-  enacted,  that  tHi^Act  shall  take 
effect  July  1,  1972. 


/ 
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